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The Gulf, Mobile and Ohio Railroad 
maintains a Foreign Freight Department 
to expedite the handling of import and mi 
export traffic, and to render shippers 
and receivers all possible assistance in 
the handling of such traffic. All informa- 
tion or assistance gladly furnished. 


W. T. Boardman, Foreign Freight Agent 


104 St. Francis Street 
Mobile, Alabama 
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Preaching and Practice 


The American shipper, if he can be considered a 
® collective individual, has his share of faults and 
virtues. One of the latter is patience. One of the for- 
mer is gullibility. Even a virtue, however, can be car- 
ried too far and a fault can be corrected. We feel cer- 
tain that, were we an important shipper vitally in- 
terested in traffic to the Pacific coast, our patience 
would be cracking. We would be sorely tempted to send 
to the mimeographing department, for reproduction 
and mailing to the top executive of every railroad with 
which we did such business, a letter reading something 
like this: 


Dear Mr. Railroad Executive: 


A couple of months ago I persuaded the president of my 
company to keep a crew of men at work on our loading and 
unloading platform on Saturdays. It meant paying some over- 
time and doing some shifting in crews, but we had heard so 
much from railroad sources about the necessity for efficient 
use of cars in the existing emergency that we thought it a 
reasonable contribution. We were also told that a reduction 
of a day in the average “turn-around” time of freight cars 
would add many thousands of such cars to the country’s supply. 
So we began watching those operations more closely; paid 
closer attention to removing dunnage—even the other fellow’s— 
and did what else we could to help you. It would be hard to 
state the figure accurately, but our estimate is that we are 
saving about 12 hours on every car that goes through our plant. 

Then, last week, with less than two days’ warning, you 
increased, by a full day, the transit time of freight from 
Chicago-St. Louis to the coast. At one crack, we saw all our 
expense and effort on such cars cancelled twice over. If there 
were any good reason for it, we might not kick. But we know 


as well as you do, that statements about the fast schedule 
necessitating short trains and “running the wheels off of cars” 
are only words to cover the fact that, on that traffic, for reasons 
not plain to anyone in a competitive industry, the railroads see 
fit further to adjust their schedules on the basis of the per- 
formance ability of the most circuitous route. 

I don’t think that’s good business. If you do, you haven’t 
any right to ask my firm to go to the trouble and expense of 
keeping a Saturday crew on hand, to hold occasional crews 
overtime in the evening to load and unload cars, and to do the 
other things you have been pleading with us to do. 

So, just as your decision to waste an extra day of car-time 
on transcontinental freight came to us with little notice, this 
letter is to notify you that there won’t be men to unload your 
cars at our platform next Saturday and that, hereafter, loading 
and unloading operations will stop when the whistle blows at 
4:30 in the afternoon. And from now on, when you kick a car 
on our siding half-full of some other shipper’s debris, we’ll call 
you to get it and bring an empty. 

This decision on your part has also moved us to make 
one that has been under discussion for a long time. For many 
years we have been enthusiastic participants in claim preven- 
tion activities. We don’t like claims any more than you do. 
Because of that, we have developed about as safe a method of 
packing and stowing as possible on the commodity we ship. 
But the material costs us money and the carpentry involved in 
installing it is expensive, too. When it is all done, our ship- 
ments are protected far beyond any classification mandates. 
The result is, as your records will show, that your claim pay- 
ments to us in the course of a year are near the vanishing 
point. 

But this is the point we want to make: We are paying 
the bill, and, in addition, we are paying you for the privilege 
of reducing your claim payments. 

If there is any reason in logic why you should collect from 
us annually thousands of dollars in freight charges for dun- 
nage we buy and pay to have installed, we have never heard 
of it. We know, of course, that the money you collect for 





OUR PLATFORM 
(THE LONG HAUL) 


A revised system of transportation regulation based on 
modern competitive conditions, instead of patchwork amend- 
ment of the old law to make it apply to new transport 
agencies; less, instead of more, government control. 

Private ownership and operation of all transport. Take 
the government out of the ocean and inland waterway trans- 
portation business. 

Keep politics out of rate-making. 

An authoritative determination by competent and un- 
biased investigation as to whether commercial motor vehicles 
are paying their fair share of the cost of highways used by 
them in their business, and a uniform application of the 
Principles thus arrived at. 

Proper payment by inland waterway transport for the 
use of the waterways as a place of doing business. 

Realization by railroads that they must do something by 


way of group operating economies to help themselves and co- 
operation by shippers in such economies. 

Coordination of rail and truck facilities and joint rates, 
where practicable and advantageous. 

An Interstate Commerce Commission composed of men, 
not only of good character and general ability, but with some 
special training in and knowledge of the matters with which 
they have to deal. 

Non-discriminatory and reasonable rates for shippers, 
but a rate level high enough to give the transport agencies 
the adequate revenue prescribed by sound public policy. 

A traffic department, in charge of a capable traffic man, 
for every business concern doing any considerable amount of 
shipping, and a realization by industrial traffic men that they 
must equip themselves to give the sort of service that will 
justify employing them. 


(THE SHORT HAUL) 


Every effort by railroads not only to expand their car 
and motive power supply to meet the present emergency 
demands, but to make their present supply go as far as pos- 
sible. Cooperation by shippers in these efforts. 

A firm attitude on the part of the railroads against the 
exorbitant demands of labor for wage increases, but a scien- 
tifie treatment of the matter, nevertheless, by granting in- 


1371 


creases, where they are justified, provided labor will consent 
to fair revision of working rules. 

A scientific and fair treatment of the transportation 
problem by the board created by Congress to make recom- 
mendations for legislation. 


Kill the St. Lawrence waterway proposal. 
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freight charges on it is an addition to your revenue and that 
to eliminate those charges would reduce your revenue. But 
this, so far is we know, is the only case on record where a 
business argues that it must continue an unjust charge because 
it can’t afford to abandon it. 

So we've finally decided to take action in this matter, 
too. Beginning today, our shipments will be packed and 
stowed exactly to the classification minimum—no more, no 
less. We'll watch to see how the curve of your claim pay- 
ments to us rises. Maybe you'll watch, too. If you do, you'll 
discover that they’ll eat into your revenue deeper than an 
abandonment of the freight charge for dunnage would. The 
real difference will be that the claim payments will be a 
sacrifice to the Demon Waste, whereas a reasonable allowance 
for dunnage would be simple industrial justice. 


A Corpse Revived 


When President Roosevelt’s emergency board was 

appointed, in accordance with the law, to complete 
the procedure of hearing the case involving demands 
for higher rail wages and vacations with pay and while 
it was in session, we felt and expressed complete con- 
fidence in its ability and integrity. We had no reason 
to change that opinion after it made its report, though 
we may not have agreed with that report in every par- 
ticular. Now, however, we are in doubt, not because of 
anything it has yet done but for the reason that the 
President, because he says new facts have materialized 
since it made its recommendations, accepted by man- 
agement but refused by labor, has reconvened it and 
the situation is open to the suspicion that he now has 
a plan of his own which he will ask the board to ratify. 
It may never be known whether or not that is the case 
but, nevertheless, the board is on trial as much as the 
case before it. Will it continue to act on its own inde- 
pendent judgment, or is it now to be used in an effort to 
put over a Roosevelt idea? 


The set up is perfect for the kind of thing we sug- 
gest. It is difficult to see how, in view of the nature of 
the report made by the emergency board and state- 
ments made after it by Chairman Morse, it could now 
change its mind, but, if it should do so, railroad man- 
agement, having assented to the extra-legal procedure 
under which it again sits and having talked much about 
the wisdom of both sides going along with its report, 
could hardly, with logic and consistency, now refuse to 
abide by a new recommendation from the same board. 

Is it unreasonable to suspect that there may be 
such chicanery? Since when did this administration 
become above such suspicion and its creatures fail to 
collaborate? 

There are, of course, no new facts that this board, 
as such, should consider. It studied and reported on 
the case presented to it. Any new conditions have 
arisen out of unwillingness to accept in full or in part 
its recommendations. That is none of its business. 

To be sure, if order comes out of the present chaos 
and the settlement arrived at is anything like reason- 
able, it would seem captious, perhaps, to criticize the 
procedure. Nevertheless, especially in view of the fact 
that the settlement may not be reasonable, it is worth 
while pointing out that the President is again acting 
without authority. His emergency board has fulfilled 
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its function and is dead. He has no right to reconvene 
it, as such, and neither he nor anyone else has author. 
ity to pay the members. Of course, he can ask anyone 
or any group of persons to act as informal mediators, 
or arbitrators, or advisors, and the parties to the case 
may consent, as they have consented, to appear before 
such a group in the hope of reaching agreement, but 
the “emergency board’’ has no legal standing, nor has 
the procedure by which President Roosevelt has re. 
vived it. 


Administration Profligacy 


There could be no better example of the utter 

profligacy of the New Deal administration in the 
spending of money nor one that could be more easily 
understood even by those persons who defend its 
“national defense” program to the limit, than what 
has taken place with respect to the so-called “emer- 
gency” highway bill. It provides for the expenditure 
of seventy millions or so that the President deems 
necessary for national defense by authorizing the 
expenditure of some fifty or more additional millions 
to which he says he is opposed. But he signs the bill 
in order to get his seventy millions, thus wasting (and 
waste is his own word) fifty million dollars in order 
to buy the. votes in Congress necessary to get the 
seventy millions he wants. 


We should think that the stomach of even the 
nuttiest New Dealer or the most enthusiastic advocate 
of the so-called “national defense” plan, in all its 
ramifications, would turn. Money means absolutely 
nothing to the present administration. That a good 
deal of it is needed to carry out plans that seem essen- 
tial to those who think that way is certainly no reason 
for wasting perhaps an equal amount. One who agrees 
with the fundamentals of the program laid down 
wouldn’t kick, perhaps, at high taxes and other sacri- 
fices made necessary by that program, but even he, 
we think, will tire in time of seeing his money thrown 
to the winds. 


It will probably be the same thing with the omni- 
bus rivers and harbors bill, which has been reported 
favorably by the chairman of the House committee. 
The President and others have talked glibly about not 
wanting to spend money at this time for projects that 
are not necessary in the “national defense,” though 
even what he considers necessary for that purpose 
is not good sense. But the bill provides for many other 
projects outside even the liberal pale set by him. It 
probably will pass and he will sign it and the money 
will be spent. What are a few hundred millions of 
dollars for deepening some ditches in order to give 
some members of Congress prestige on their own dung- 
hills, so long as Hitler is to be beaten and Britain saved 
and we are going to spend a hundred billion dollars 
in doing it anyhow? 

We would not be understood in this connection as 
criticising only President Roosevelt. What we say about 

(Continued on page 1374) 


Novemb 





Since | 
bought 
a billic 

P! 
establi 
salary 
depart 

Bi 
from t 

We 
ing hot 
will ne 


HC 
registr 


tractue 
by the 
would 
Ri: 
culture 


Comm 
in Am 

Pr 
tempo 
minist 

Fi 
ized tl 
ranks 
1,000,¢ 
Civili 


I 
dolla 
is do 
placi 
after 
are ¢ 
of x 
that 
bron 
is th 


knov 
defe) 
acte) 






WORLD 


convene 
author. 
. anyone 
2diators, 
the case 
r before 
ent, but 
nor has 
has re- 


1e utter 
n in the 
e easily 
fend its 
in what 
“emer- 
enditure 
t deems 
ing the 
millions 
the bill 
ng (and 
in order 
get the 


ven the 
1dvocate 
| all its 
solutely 
a good 
N essen- 
O reason 
O agrees 
d down 
er sacri- 
even he, 
thrown 


1e omni- 
reported 
mmittee. 
bout not 
scts that 

though 
purpose 
ny other 
him. It 
e money 
llions of 
to give 
vn dung- 
‘in saved 
1 dollars 


action as 
ay about 





November 29, 1941 


Jopics 


ASHINGTON 





Without waiting for any further indication, 
all Washington grabbed the arm of John 


And the L. Lewis to raise it in token of victory 
; when the board of arbitration in the cap- 
Winnah Is tive coal mine strike was announced. As- 


suming that the steel company man would 
cancel the voice of the coal mine boss, the 
conclusion of Washington was that the man 
from “Ma” Perkins’ organization, even if 
he was technically not her subordinate, would so vote as to 
leave the substance of victory with Lewis. 

Roosevelt, not Lewis, it was felt, came to taw, notwith- 
standing a feeling that the arbitrators might vote as a unit 
for a settlement possibly hidden in a cloud of words dense 
enough to obscure the sharp outlines of Lewis’ victory. It was 
admitted as possible that the thing might have been “planned 
that way.” Lewis’ acceptance of the suggestion of arbitration 
was technically a victory for the President, though no ringside 
addict could think of it as a technical K. O. for him. A shrug 
of the shoulder for the man who wants to know what the 
public got. 


John L. Lewis 





With almost, if not altogether, an 
unmistakable tone of joy, the Office 
of Production Management an- 
nounces that the United States is 
spending now or has spent regularly 
more money for the last fifteen 
months than for the first fifteen 
months of the other world war, the 
sum being about fifteen billions. 
Since the beginning of bond sales, about two billions have been 
bought by the people, who are being committed at the rate of 
a billion a month. 

Pretty soon, it may be expected, the “check-off” will be 
established so that the bonds will move faster, the wage and 
salary earner being relieved of the misery of seeing his money 
depart from him. 

But beautiful gifts are being provided. Here is a list taken 
from the headlines in two days: 


What Pretty Gifts 
Are Being Provided 
with Our Money 


Welles (Sumner, undersecretary of state) pledges U. S. aid in find- 
ing homes for war refugees. Jewish Conference is told that 10 millions 
will need assisiance. 

HOLC will assist conversion of homes into apartments. 
registration office tells of plans to help owners. 

U. S. to buy Iceland fish in British aid program. . . British con- 
tractual obligations 2f about $20,000,000 annually would be assumed 
by the United States. Under the new agreement the United States 
would purchase the fish supply and transfer it to England. : 

Rise in goods costs despite peak crops predicted next year. 
culture Department sees record production of meat in 1942, 

U. S. to set up office in London (by the Federal Communications 
Commission) to listen to Axis broadcasts. Step taken because stations 
in America can’t get all programs. 

Public Buildings Administration is reported slated to supervise 

temporary housing. Proposal would leave United States Housing Ad- 
ministration in charge of permanent work. 
_ Five thousand nine hundred thirty-five local defense councils organ- 
ized throughout United States. Region including District (of Columbia) 
ranks third, with total of 733, with a combined membership of nearly 
1,000,000 members. . . by Mayor La Guardia, director of the Office of 
Civilian Defense. 


Alexandria 


Agri- 


Not everything, however, represents the expenditure of 
dollars taken from the Treasury. The Bureau of the Budget 
is doing something for national defense. It has banned the 
placing of bronze markers on the graves of soldiers. Here- 
after, only marble and granite markers are to be used. They 
are chosen by about nine out of ten families to mark the graves 
of soldiers. But the tenth that prefers bronze is to give up 
that preference, for two reasons. The first is that the cost of 
bronze markers has risen from $8.95 to $12.65. The second 
is that bronze (or its components) is needed in defense industry. 


Almost anyone who has had experience with Washington 
hows there are things being done in the name of national 
defense and, therefore, supposed to be of a temporary char- 
acter. Such a one also knows that temporary things have a 
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habit of continuing alive so that they become fixtures—as, for 
instance, the government barge line on the Mississippi and its 
tributaries. Begun as an “experiment” in the last world war 
era it is still going on and on, like Tennyson’s brook, without 
the slightest indication of coming to an end. Soon only a few 


old mossbacks who think this country has already taken long 


steps toward state socialism, collectivism, or Communism 
(choice of name being free) and don’t like it any better than 
they like it in Germany, Russia, or France, will be the only 
ones that will remember the solemn promise implicit in the 
legislation for the ‘‘experiment.” 


“President Roosevelt will de- 
liver a radio address on national 
and international hookups be- 
tween 10 and 11 Dec. 15, the 
150th anniversary of the Magna 
Charta, the Office of Civilian 
Defense announced last night,” 
reads a report in a Washington 
newspaper. 

That must have brought great joy to King John, of Eng- 
land, the surly and grasping descendant of William the Con- 
querer who made the winning touchdown and the extra point 
at Hastings in 1066, Harold’s team being weak both on the 
ground and in the air. 


John must have cherked up over the news from Washing- 
ton made public in connection with the show the Little Flower, 
in his capacity as director of Civilian Defense, is to put on be- 
fore a world-wide audience ten days before Christmas. John 
must have done that because, ever since the summer of 1215, 
he has had the horrible nightmare that, at the behest of his 
barons, with spears and other war gear in hand, he signed 
or made his mark, on the dotted line, of a document called the 
Great Charter, or Magna Charta, if its Latin name is pre- 
ferred. It assured to them that he would be reasonable and 
cease troubling them by doing unto them in their persons and 
properties about as he d—well pleased. 


Of course, the Bill of Rights, the first ten amendments to 
the Constitution, demanded by perverse Virginians, possibly as 
a guarantee against the patriots of the type that plagued Oliver 
Wiswell, were adopted 150 years ago. But why worry over a 
little slip like that when it must give John such a comfortable 
feeling, after these centuries, to tell him that he did not really 
eat dirt at the behest of his fellow Normans, the barons? 


News from Washington 
Must Make King John 
of England Happy 





The Bureau of Motor Carriers, by rub- 
ber stamp, shows the date on which pro- 
posed certificates and permit reports are 
served. That, of course, is because, if 
certain things are not done within a 
specified number of days, such reports, 
under the terms of the statute, become 
part of the law of the land—that is, they 
become effective. 


But that the law with respect to other proposed and final 
reports says nothing is no reason, it might be suggested, why 
the Commission does not increase its already good reputation 
for giving topnotch service to the public. 


Many a time a man has a final or proposed report in his 
file or in his literary scrap heap, the date of service on the 
public of which he would like to know the instant he looks at 
it. He can find out, of course, the Commission and the mem- 
bers of its staff that come into contact with the public being 
exceptionally obliging, as well as efficient. But finding the 
date on which the public was advised requires use of the tele- 
phone and the consulting of card indexes. 


Much less time would be consumed were one of the men 
and women engaged in making reports and orders available 
to the public told to use a rubber stamp setting forth, for in- 
stance, that the piece of information bearing the imprint was 
put before the public November 28. The loose-leaf opinions 
of the Supreme Court of the United States show the dates 
when the public was advised as to what was decided by that 
tribunal. Loose-leaf reports of the Commission, however, so 
far as the dates thereon are concerned, are hoaxes. For illus- 
tration, the report in I. and S. No. 4613, Stop-Off to Load and 
Unload on Delaware, Lackawanna & Western, 234 I. C. C. 685, 
was submitted August 14, 1939, and decided October 5, 1939. 
But to learn when it was put before the public requires exam- 
ination of card indexes. It probably reached the public, 
printed about November 10, 1939, because it takes about that 
long to get a report through the Government Printing Office. 
It probably reached the public in mimeographed type-written 
form about October 10, if that was not on a Sunday. Rubber 
stamping to show the date of delivery to the public would help 
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those who have to know and save the time of clerks asked to 
consult the index cards. 





Under the caption ‘Supreme 
Court Goes Modern,” a Wash- 
ington newspaper decorated 
one of its “ears” with the 
following: 


After About Thirty 
Years Reporters and Su- 
preme Court "Get Wise" 


For more than 150 years law- 
yers appearing before the Su- 
preme Court have been told 
when to stop talking by the 
Chief Justice. But now, thanks to modern invention, Chief Justice 
Stone is relieved of that duty. An electrical contrivance does the job. 
Five minutes before time is up, a white light appears. When it’s time 
to stop talking the lawyer gets a red light. 


Without doubt, it was a good little story, but, unlike some 
other things, age has not improved it. Signaling by means of 
electricity that it was time to stop the oratory was new, so far 
as the Commission is concerned, about thirty years ago. It may 
be more or fewer than thirty years—a year or two, or even 
five, one way or the other, makes no difference. No practi- 
tioner today, it is believed, can remember when a signal light, 
operated by electricity, did not warn him that he had a rela- 
tively easy chair in which to sit while the men on the other 
side would really tell him what, in their view, was the law 
and the fact about the matter in hand. 

At times, earnest ones have appeared so oblivious that the 
presiding commissioner has found it necessary to advise the 
talker that his time had expired.—A. E. H. 


Administration Profligacy 


(Continued from page 1372) 

him goes also for those who misrepresent the people 
in Congress. These gentlemen talk much of patriotism 
and the need of sacrifice in the national emergency; 
they condemn business for thinking of its own advan- 
tage and labor for doing the same; they would curb 
these evil forces. But who is to curb our representa- 
tives? Where is the patriotism of the man in Congress 
who shoots craps with the people’s money in order that 
he may continue to be elected to a better job than he 
could ever hope to get by any other means? 


SOUTHEASTERN PIPE LINE RATES 


The Southeastern Pipe Line Co. has filed its local rates for 
the transportation of gasoline by pipe line from Port St. Joe, 
Fla., to pipe line outlets at Albany, Americus, Atlanta, Bain- 
bridge, Griffin, Macon and Wheat Station, Ga., effective Novem- 
ber 29, except at Wheat Station. The latter rate is effective 
December 19. The minimum is 25,000 barrels. The rates range 
from 20 cents a barrel of 42 gallons at Bainbridge and Wheat 
Station to 50 cents at Atlanta. 

The local rates were not regarded by those keenly inter- 
ested in the pipe line. Their interest was in the proportionals 
which were expected to be established shortly for use in con- 
nection with transportation beyond the outlets by tank trucks 
and railroads (see Traffic World, Nov. 8, p. 1203). Those pro- 
portionals were expected to vary so that the combination in 
each instance over a considerable group in southeastern terri- 
tory would be the same. 


PETROLEUM TRANSPORTATION 


Thirteen oil companies using railroad tank cars for trans- 
portation of petroleum and petroleum products have reported to 
Petroleum Coordinator Ickes that the rail movement of petro- 
leum and its products into the Atlantic seaboard territory in the 
week ended November 15 totaled 3,756 cars. This represented 
an average daily movement of 536 cars, compared with a daily 
average for the preceding week of 562 cars, the coordinator’s 
office observed. 

It noted, also, that in terms of oil and its products, assum- 
ing an average load of 225 barrels a car, daily deliveries in the 
week ended November 15 amounted to 120,600 barrels, and that 
for the week ended November 8 the average was 126,450 barrels. 

Figures for the week ended November 15 showed that east 
coast stocks of crude oil were 837,000 barrels less than the 
corresponding week a year ago, while stocks of heavy fuel oils 
were 591,000 barrels less than those of a year ago, the co- 
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ordinator’s office reported. It added that gasoline stocks wer, 
up 865,000 barrels from last year, while light fuel oil inventories 
were 4,923,000 barrels larger than those of the corresponding 
period of 1940. Compared with the previous week, it said, eas; 
coast inventories of gasoline, light heating oils and heavy fye| 
oils on November 15, as reported by the American Petroleyn 
Institute, were 292,000 barrels larger than on November 8. 

Petroleum Coordinator Ickes reported that thirteen jj 
companies in the week ended November 22 shipped 3,113 cars 
of petroleum and petroleum products by railroad into Atlantic 
seaboard territory, an average of 445 cars a day as against 53 
cars for the preceding week. 


Competitive Petroleum Rates 


With a view to submitting a cost study to “prove” the 
compensatory character of rates on petroleum products for 170 
miles and less, if the Commission is not satisfied as to the com. 
pensatory character of those rates, railroad respondents have 
asked the Commission to postpone the effective date of its 
order in No. 28380, petroleum products between Kansas, Okla- 
homa, Arkansas, Missouri and Colorado, and reopen that pro- 
ceeding for further hearing. 

The Commission’s order grew out of its investigations into 
the rates of railroads on petroleum products in tank carloads 
and corresponding rates of common and contract motor car. 
riers on like petroleum products in tank truckloads. The Com- 
mission found the rail rates for distances greater than 170 
miles were reasonable and otherwise lawful. However, for 
distances 170 miles and under it found that the rates were less 
than minimum ones and prescribed rates which were from one- 
half to one and a half cents a hundred pounds higher than the 
rates which became effective Sept. 8, 1939, for application via 
all-rail routes. The latter rates were reduced to meet the 
competition of motor carriers. The motor rates were found 
lower than minimum rates to the extent they were less than a 
scale of rates prescribed by the Commission for distances from 
5 to 170 miles, inclusive. 

The rail respondents said it was apparent that the Commis- 
sion had concluded that regardless of what showing had been 
made as to the compensatory character of the rates under in- 
vestigation, by use of the standards ordinarily employed, their 
failure (the railroads’) to produce a cost study “has influenced 
the Commission in determining that rates for distances 170 
miles and under are not reasonably compensatory.” They said 
they were doing exactly what the Commission suggested as an 
opportunity to meet competition. The rates involved in this 
proceeding, both for distances over and under 170 miles, they 
added, were established to meet competition; and by all the 
standards heretofore recognized by the Commission, “are rea- 
sonably compensatory.” They declared that their attempt to 
meet competition was in the public interest and should be com- 
mended rather than condemned. 

“In any event,” say the railroads, “this proceeding should 
be reopened at least to permit argument before the Commission, 
for the reason that the decision in this case is not justified by 
the evidence of record and which we, the rail carrier respond- 
ents, believe can be demonstrated to the Commission in 
argument.” 


SOUTHERN TRANSPORTATION CONFERENCE 

The Southern States Industrial Council will sponsor 4 
transportation conference at the Tutwiler Hotel, Birmingham, 
Ala., December 10, for discussion of “The South’s Industrial 
Economy in Relation to Interterritorial Rates.” 

Ralph Budd, president, Burlington Route, and transporta- 
tion commissioner, advisory commission to the Council on Na- 
tional Defense, will speak on “The Nation’s Defense Trans- 
portation Resources” at an evening dinner. Dr. Gus W. Dyer, 
professor of economics, Vanderbilt University, Nashville, Tenn. 
will speak at a luncheon session on problems of southern indus- 
trial economy. Speakers at the conference will include: 
Walter R. McDonald, chairman, Georgia Public Service Com- 
mission, Atlanta, Ga.; Alvin W. Vogtle, manager, traffic and 
sales, DeBardeleben Coal Company, Birmingham, and John E. 
Tilford, assistant vice-president, Louisville and Nashville Rail- 
road, Louisville, Ky. A panel group will lead a discussion fol- 
lowing the talks. The panel will include: A. G. T. Moore, 
manager, traffic and conservation departments, Southern Pine 
Association, New Orleans; Arthur J. Ribe, traffic manager, 
Southern Cement Company, Birmingham; E. L. Hart, secretary 
and traffic manager, Atlanta Freight Bureau; E. S. Reece, 
traffic manager, Werthan Bag Corporation, Nashville; W. H. 
Hendley, traffic manager, Taylor-Colquitt Company, Spartan 
burg, S. C., and C. T. Kilgore, traffic manager, Georgia-Ala- 
bama Textile Traffic Association, Atlanta. John U. Barr, gem 
eral manager, Federal Fibre Mills, New Orleans, and chairman 
of the council’s transportation committee, will preside. 
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Decisions of Interstate Commerce Commission 
Railroad, Water, and Motor Transport 





Cottonseed-Soya Bean Oil 


The Commission, by division 3, with Commissioner John- 
son dissenting, has dismissed No. 28553, National Cottonseed 
Products Association, Inc., vs. Atlanta, Birmingham & Coast 
et al., on a finding that the rates on cottonseed oil, carloads, 
from all producing points to consuming points in the United 
States that are on higher levels than rates on soya bean oil 
from producing points, mainly in the northeastern and north 
central regions, to the principal consuming centers,in the north 
and intrastate rates on soya bean oil and corn oil between 
points in Illinois have not been shown to give shippers of soya 
bean oil and corn oil undue preference, subject shippers of 
cottonseed oil to undue prejudice or cause unjust discrimina- 
tion against interstate commerce. 

The complainant alleged that the rates on soya bean oil 
and corn oil, the latter between points in Illinois, that were 
on lower levels than rates on cottonseed oil gave shippers of 
soya bean and corn oils undue preference, in violation of sec- 
tions 3 and 13 of the interstate commerce act and caused 
unjust discrimination against interstate commerce, in violation 
of section 13. The complaining association asked the Commis- 
sion to require the removal of the alleged undue preference, 
undue prejudice and unjust discrimination. 

Commissioners of agriculture of southern and southwestern 
states and a number of cottonseed crushers’ associations and 
cotton ginners intervened in behalf of the complaint. Soya 
bean and corn oil interests intervened in behalf of the respond- 
ents. 

In his dissent, Commissioner Johnson said the evidence 
established that a decreased use of cottonseed oil was due 
in part at least to the unfavorable rate adjustment. Producers 
of cottonseed oil, he said, were compelled to absorb the differ- 
ence in rates to all markets. In some instances, he said, the 
absorption penalties were so severe as to render distribution 
to large consuming markets like Chicago impossible. There 
was no basis for denying complainant the small measure of 
relief sought, said he. 


Cuts on Envelopes, Ete., Unjustified 


With Commissioner Mahaffie noting a dissent, the Com- 
mission, by division 3, in I. and S. No. 4974, paper in official 
territory, has found that railroad schedules proposing reduced 
ratings on envelopes, papeteries, folded writing paper and 
printed forms, in official territory have not been shown to be 
just and reasonable. The schedules have been ordered to be 
canceled not later than Dec. 31, and the proceeding discon- 
tinued. The report was written by Commissioner Miller. 

The proposal was to reduce the less-carload ratings in 
official territory on envelopes, other than government stamped, 
papeteries, folded writing paper and printed forms from second 
class (85 per cent of first class) to class 55 which is equal to 
5D per cent of first class. Motor carrier organizations in 
official territory fought the proposal and their protests caused 
suspension of the tariffs. The schedules were filed on behalf 
of all the railroads and some motor carriers. The latter, the 
report said, were not represented at the hearing, the railroads 
alone undertaking justification of the move. Manufacturers of 
the articles intervened in support of the schedules. All the 
articles, except forms, in popular language, are paper, en- 
velopes and cards used in social correspondence. 

_According to the report, rail and motor carriers presently 
maintain the same less-carload ratings and rates on the four 
articles in official territory. Reductions in the rail ratings on 
the paper and envelopes, the report said, admittedly were not 
proposed to meet motor competition. The proposed cut on 
paper forms, was motivated, said the report, in part by a desire 
of the rails to “receive as much of the volume and revenue as 
Possible,” Pointing out that the paper mills and envelope 
factories, although operating at capacity, were not able to 
meet the demand, the veport said, the reductions would there- 
fore not result in any additional freight movement. 

_ The carriers and the intervening shipping interests empha- 
sized, in justification of the move, said the report, the desir- 
ability of uniformity in classification, as shown by various 
announcements by the Commission. 

A general application of the method here proposed,” said 


Commissioner Miller, “would entail the reduction of rates on 
most manufactured articles to the lowest competitive rate 
maintained on any of them,” his ground for that assertion 
being a review of the rules in railroad tariffs, concerning the 
shipment of mixtures, resulting in low ton-mile and car-mile 
earnings. 

Respondents, with no compelling necessity being shown, 
said the report, were here proposing a rating 35 per cent less 
than the rating which the Commission had approved, attempting 
to show “by rather meager evidence that the rates resulting 
from their proposal will yield something over out-of-pocket 
costs.” The report said “we are not persuaded that this would 
be the fact,” and “we are not convinced that the proposal would 
result in reasonable minimum rates.” 


Lessor-Lessee Operating Rights 


In a report on further hearing in MC-59238, Virginia 
Stage Lines, Inc., common carrier application, the Commis- 
sion, by division 5, has restated the law concerning the rights 
of the lessor and lessee under a leasing or operating agreement, 
the conclusion being that the lessee in this case does not get 
any rights to a certificate by reason of its operating under a 
Virginia state certificate held by the lessor. The Commission 
treated this case as being similar to the situation dealt with 
in MC-30882, Inter-Carolinas Motor Bus Co., Common Carrier 
Application, decided, on reconsideration, May 15. 

Commissioner Lee, in a concurring expression agreed in 
the result in this report but said he did not agree with all 
the discussion or with the citation, with approval, of the Inter- 
Carolinas case. 

On this further hearing the Commission reversed the find- 
ings in the prior report, 2 M.C.C. 214, that the applicant (a) 
was entitled to a certificate between Harrisonburg and Elkton, 
Va. but (b) not between Lynchburg, Va., and the Virginia- 
North Carolina line. 

The applicant was found entitled to continue operation as 
a common carrier of passengers, baggage, etc., between Wash- 
ington, D. C., and specified points in Virginia over regular 
routes serving intermediate points by reason of operations on 
the grandfather date and continuously since then, the certifi- 
cate to cover mail as well as newspapers and express. 

The principal question, the report said, was the status of 
the applicant with respect to operations it conducted under a 
“so-called” lease of the operating franchises of other carriers, 
and its status with respect to operations performed by another 
carrier under a similar lease of the applicant’s franchise. 

According to the report there appeared to be no antag- 
onism between the applicant and other operators interested in 
the leases under which the applicant had been using the fran- 
chises of other carriers in the making up of routes between 
different points. The evidence clearly established, said the 
report, that it was the intention of the parties to the arrange- 
ments that the operating authority in each instance, should 
remain in the lessor and on termination of the arrangements 
it should revert to the lessor together with the operations. 

The Commission said that the only essential difference 
in the facts in this case and those in the Inter-Carolinas case 
was that in the latter the operations were conducted in the 
name of the lessor, its name being on the vehicles and tickets. 
The Commission said that while those facts lent support to the 
conclusion reached there—that the operation was that of the 
lessor, it was its opinion that their absence here, if they were 
absent, did not warrant the reaching of a different conclusion. 
It reiterated that the operations were those of the lessor and 
that in such instance the operating rights accruing under the 
so-called leases were those of the lessor and not the lessee. 


All Freight to Pacifie Coast 


After an all-over-the-lot consideration of the newcomer 
in freight tariffs called either all-freight or all-commodity rates, 
the Commission, on further hearing in I. and S. No. 4648, all- 
freight to Pacific coast, stands unmoved on its finding in the 
prior report, 238 I. C. C. 327, respecting the proposed all- 
commodity rates from western points to Pacific coast termi- 
nals and some interior points. That prior finding, now affirmed 
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on a record wider than in the prior hearing, was that the 
proposed all-commodity rates, representing reductions, on 
freight in general, subject to some exceptions, of the territorial 
scope indicated, had not been shown unlawful. The proceeding 
has been discontinued. This report also embraces I. and S. 
No. 4670, all-freight from Chicago to Salt Lake City. 


Commissioner Aitchison, author of the report, said that in 
the prior report it was stated that the proposed rates appeared 
to be compensatory. No evidence to the contrary, he said, was 
presented at the further hearing. It appeared, he said, that 
respondents’ revenues would not be reduced and that the all- 
commodity rates would not be a burden on other traffic; and 
that the record did not show they would violate any provisions 
of the interstate commerce act. 


But there was sharp disagreement with the declaration of 
the report about no violations of the interstate commerce act 
not being shown. Commissioner Aitchison used up nearly 24 
pages of long double-spaced typewriting paper for his report. 
Separate expressions, a concurrence by Chairman Eastman and 
dissents by Commissioner Porter, Commissioner Alldredge with 
whom Commissioner Rogers joined, and Commissioner Johnson 
used up about eighteen single-spaced pages. 


In this report the majority and the separate expressionists 
traversed the whole field of freight classification, the operations 
of forwarders, other all-freight or all-commodity cases all of 
which might be described as evidence of the confusion thrown 
into railroad freight rate-making by the appearance of the car- 
rier by motor vehicle, including among other things, the charge 
that all-commodity or all-freight rates favored chain stores 
and other large shippers, and, by implication if not by direct 
charge, discriminated against the small shipper. 


Chairman Eastman, in his concurrence, said the dissent- 
ing opinions raised and discussed questions which were of 
large importance and which the Commission undoubtedly 
should be called on to consider in future cases in one form 
or another. He made the point that class rates were used 
when no rate specifically applying on the commodity in ques- 
tion had been published. In other words, a class rate was a 
convenient way in which to provide charges for a multitude 
of separate and distinct commodities, the class rates being a 
“device for avoiding the publication of a like multitude of 
separate and distinct rates,” with the rates tending to be based 
rather strictly on distance. That, he said, was elementary and 
would not enlighten a student of transportation charges. It 
seemed desirable, however, he added, to say what he had ut- 
tered in “view of the dissenting opinions” and as a background 
for his own expression. 


He said he had examined the cases in which the Commis- 
sion had passed on all-commodity rates and that in general 
they were distinguished by a paucity of complaints from ship- 
pers and that in some shippers had not complained at all. 
The contention that large shippers were preferred over small 
shippers, he said, had come rather from within than from 
without the Commission, and in no case, in his judgment, had 
the record justified such a conclusion. The thought, he said, 
seemed to be that the small shippers were inarticulate or un- 
able financially to present their grievances, so that the Com- 
mission, through deductions and inferences as to what might 
happen, act as the guardian of their rights. His experience, 
he said, did not lead him to believe that small shippers were 
unable, either through commercial organizations, or other- 
wise to bring their grievances to the Commission. However, 
he said he accepted the principle that the Commission had a 
responsibility for the public welfare apart from the contention 
that interested parties presented of record in its proceedings. 
As to chain stores, mail order houses and motor carriers Chair- 
man Eastman said: 


The mere fact that mail-order houses and freight forwarders are 
chiefly those who have occasion to ship carload mixtures and to make 
use of all-commodity rates, and that they are large concerns, does 
not in itself prove that they reap an unlawful advantage from such 
rates. In fact the forwarders . . . are not really shippers but instead 
agencies through which those who ship in small quantities can secure 
the benefits of collective action. As for the mail-order houses, I hold 
no brief for them, but it is a reasonable inference that they are large 
because they have efficiently and effectively met a public need. At all 
events, we do not get very far in determining whether undue preference 
and prejudice actually exist or are threatened by stigmatizing some 
shippers as “‘large’’ and expressing vague fears for their ‘‘small’’ or 
‘‘little’’ competitors. On this question of undue preference and preju- 
dice as between shippers I nave an open mind, but from any evidence 
that has come to my attention I have as yet been unable to conclude, 
even by process of deduction or inference, that all-commiodity rates in 
general are productive of unlawful injury. Certainly such a conclusion 
cannot be derived from the evidence in this case, where the shippers 
— appeared, many of them small, were predominantly in favor of 
the rates. 


So far as the motor carriers are concerned, I know of no reason 
why they should not be given the same opportunity as the railroads to 
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establish all-commodity rates, and the fact is that in numerous instances 
they have so done. 


Commissioner Porter said the rate here approved violateq 
section 3 and the carriers should only be allowed to continue 
it subject to certain restrictions as to the furnishing of cars 
Chairman Eastman, in his expression, said the question of fur. 
nishing cars was not here, but that he was willing that the 
case should be opened up for consideration in a comprehensive 
proceeding, his hope being that the discussion would have the 
good effect of stimulating the consideration of these questions 
by those whom they concerned, adding that “we should profit 
if this proves to be the result.” 

Commissioner Alldredge, who discussed the subject at 
length, said there was such a disregard of classification prin. 
ciples inherent in the rates in issue in this proceeding as to 
render such rates clearly violative of section 1 (6), requiring 
the making of reasonable classifications of property for trans- 
portation. 

Commissioner Johnson also dissented on the classification 
feature. He treated the report as not having adequately han- 
dled that phase of the subject when it said, in answer to the 
protestants’ contention that the all-commodity rates violated 
section 1 (6), that “to require carriers to maintain rates only 
on a classification basis would make section 1 (6) paramount 
to all other sections of the act, particularly section 1 (15) 
which requires all rates to be just and reasonable and in this 
case the result would be rates that are unreasonable under 
the circumstances and conditions surrounding the traffic.” He 
said the public should not be left to grope forlornly among 
“such platitudes in vain search of reasons for the majority's 
findings.” He said he considered it an obvious evasion to fail, 
as the majority did, to give adequate consideration to the pur- 
pose and meaning of a statute that set forth the fundamental 
poliéy of rate making, and to fail clearly and definitely to set 
forth its views as to the interpretation of that statute and the 
reasons for its conclusions. 

This proceeding was reopened, because, as pointed out by 
Commissioner Aitchison, the original finding was based on 
the limited record before the Commission. Because that record 
did not afford a basis for determining the effect of the proposed 
rates on other railroad and motor carrier rates, on costs borne 
by individual shippers and receivers of freight and on expedi- 
tious railroad and motor carrier services; and because the Com- 
mission’s power to suspend had expired, the investigation as 
to the lawfulness of the rates was continued. This affirmation 
of the prior findings was on that enlarged record. 


City Truck Motor Status 


Finding all applicant’s operations to be those of a common 
carrier, including those for forwarding companies and chain 
stores, the Commission, by division 5, in MC 15375, City Truck 
Co., Inc., Worcester, Mass., common carrier application, em- 
bracing MC 15374, Same, contract carrier application, has au- 
thorized continuance of operation, in MC 15375, as a common 
carrier of general commodities, with exceptions, between points 
in Massachusetts and Rhode Island over regular routes serving 
all intermediate points and certain off-route points, under the 
grandfather clause. Accordingly, it denied authority in MC 
15374 to operate as a contract carrier of general commodities 
between points in Massachusetts and Rhode Island under the 
grandfather clause. 

Both applications, according to the report, were in the alter- 
native and contained a prayer for a certificate or a permit if 
one or the other was found to be the appropriate form of 
authority. 

In discussing applicant’s common and contract carrier oper- 
ations, the report pointed out with respect to the latter that 
applicant performed transportation services under contract for 
certain chain store organizations and for the Universal Cal- 
loading Corporation and National Carloading & Distributing 
Co., freight forwarders. It said operations performed under the 
contracts were conducted over the same routes over which the 
common carriage was performed, the only difference in the 
service being the manner in which the shipments were handled 
at the terminals. Applicant considered its contract carrier 
operations to be those conducted under contractual arrange- 
ments with the forwarding companies and the chain stores. 

“While it is true that the operations for forwarding com- 
panies have been conducted continuously since prior to July 1, 
1935, following the principle adopted in Acme Fast Freight, Inc., 
Common Carrier Application, 8 M. C. C. 211, a motor common 
carrier cannot lawfully contract to furnish transportation serv- 
ice for a forwarding company for special compensation not 
based upon its published local or joint tariffs on file with this 
Commission,” says the report. “The conclusion reached in that 
proceeding is controlling here. Applicant’s operations in this 
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respect are, therefore, those of a common rather than a contract 
rrier.” 
™ The Commission said that in view of the fact that applicant 
was found entitled to “grandfather” rights to transport general 
commodities, with exceptions, as a common carrier between the 
same points and over the same routes, a “further grant of au- 
thority to perform such transportation for the forwarding com- 
panies is therefore unnecessary.” It said that while applicant 
contended that the operation conducted for and on behalf of 
the chain stores was that of a contract carrier, the evidence 
did not show that the transportation performed by it was of 
any unusual or specialized nature, or that the agreements 
entered into by applicant in 1929 and subsequent thereto, were 
any different from those entered into by most common carriers 
who received a large amount of tonnage from any one shipper. 


Floor Covering Minimum Too High 


“The record indicates that a reasonable truckload minimum 
on linoleum is 20,000 pounds,” says the Commission, division 3, 
ina report in I. and S. M-1216, rugs and matting, east to west- 
ern trunk line territory, embracing I. and S. M-1445, linoleum 
and related articles, east to Ohio, in which it condemned a 
proposal of motor common carriers to establish rates and rat- 
ings on floor covering based on a 30,000-pound minimum. 

The Commission found proposed suspended reduced classi- 
fication exceptions rating on hard-surface floor covering, in- 
cluding carpets, carpeting, door and floor mats, laying sundries 
and accessories, from points in New England and trunk line 
territories to points in Iowa, Kansas, Missouri, and Nebraska, 
and proposed new commodity rates from points in New Eng- 
jand and trunk line territories to points in Iowa, Kansas, Min- 
nesota, Missouri, Nebraska, and South Dakota, subject to 
minima of 20,000 pounds and 30,000 pounds, and proposed new 
and reduced commodity rates, minimum 30,000 pounds, from 
points in New England and trunk line territories to points in 
Ohio, just and reasonable and otherwise lawful, except to the 
extent that the minimum of 30,000 pounds exceeded a min- 
imum of 20,000 pounds. The suspended schedules, to the extent 
found not just and reasonable, have been ordered canceled on 
or before December 24 without prejudice to the publication of 
rates on linoleum, minimum 20,000 pounds, which are not less 
than 45 per cent of the corresponding first class rates, and the 
proceedings have been discontinued. 

“The Commission has found repeatedly that carload min- 
imum weights should be established by rail carriers with 
reference to the loading capacity of their freight cars and has 
condemned minimum weights in excess of the loading possi- 
bilities of the rail equipment,” says the report. “The respond- 
ents herein have not presented to us a valid reason from the 
point of view of economy in transportation or otherwise, such 
as we have found to exist in connection with certain train- 
load movements, why they should be permitted to establish a 
minimum weight greater than is physically possible to load in 
the motor equipment usually used by them, and, in our opinion, 
no such reason exists. Strictly speaking, the proposed min- 
imum weight of 30,000 pounds is not a truckload minimum 
Weight but rather is a volume minimum weight, which neces- 
Sitates the use of more than one unit of equipment to load and 
transport that quantity of linoleum.” 

_ The Commission said it adopted as a policy the condemna- 
tion as unreasonable of a volume minimum weight, unless it 
was shown clearly that, as a result thereof, motor carriers 
could handle the traffic at the volume minimum weight at 
costs by the 100 pounds which were less than the costs incurred 
at a reasonable truckload minimum weight. It said there was 
no showing that operating economies would result were the 
proposed rates restricted to apply only when 30,000 pounds was 
tendered for shipment. 

_ By an order in these proceedings, the Commission, by divi- 
sion 2, has denied a petition of Brady Transfer & Storage Co., 
filed Jan. 6, 1941, and 7 petitions of the Eastern-Central Motor 
Carriers’ Association, filed Jan. 22, March 17, April 8 and April 
15, 1941, for vacation of the orders of suspension therein and 
the institution of investigations, ancillary to the proceedings, 
Into the rates on linoleum maintained by the motor carriers. 





Truck Service for Forwarder 


With respect to one of the applications, the applicant 
Was entitled to grandfather rights as a common carrier of 
general commodities and specified commodities between desig- 
nated points, without having to prove service between every 
Combination of points sought in the application, but with respect 
to its extension application, granting of the contract carrier 
authority sought, “merely because the present carriers have not 
fixed their times of departure and arrival to meet the con- 
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venience of a single shipper,” would seriously threaten the 
economic stability of motor transportation, it was decided by 
the Commission, division 5, in a report in MC 37629, Clarence 
Tarbet, Muncie, Ind., common carrier application, embracing 
Sub. No. 2, Same, contract carrier extension. 

In its discussion of the grandfather application, MC 37629, 
the Commission noted that about 50 per cent of applicant’s 
operations were performed on behalf of Universal Carloading 
Co., and that services for other shippers were performed under 
written contracts. There was no evidence that such contracts 
differed essentially from the ordinary contract of common 
carriage, it said. As to the services for the Universal Carload- 
ing Co., it observed that they were substantially the same as 
those involved in Watson Bros. Transportation Co., Inc., 
Common carrier Application, 24 M. C. C. 679, in which division 
5 found that line-haul transportation performed by motor 
carriers for forwarding companies was common carrier service. 
The Commission found the applicant entitled to continue com- 
mon carrier operation in transporting (1) general commodities, 
with exceptions, between Muncie, Ind., and St. Louis, Mo., 
Buffalo, N. Y., Detroit, Mich., Chicago, Ill., and Cincinnati, 
O., between Sandusky and Milan, O., as a connecting route 
only, and between Indianapolis, Ind., and Louisville, Ky.; (2) 
sodium cyanide from Niagara Falls, N. Y., to Buffalo, and 
(3) transmissions, from Muncie to Kenosha, Wis., and trans- 
mission casings, from Kenosha to Muncie, over regular routes, 
serving specified intermediate points. Dealing with a prot- 
estant’s contention that service by the applicant should not be 
authorized between St. Louis and Indianapolis because he had 
admitted that he had transported no shipments between those 
specific points, though he had operated between Muncie and 
St. Louis via Indianapolis and between Indianapolis and Detroit 
via Muncie, the Commission said the situation was similar to 
that in Richards Common Carrier Application, 27 M. C. C. 489, 
in which service was authorized between Philadelphia and New 
York though applicant had handled shipments only between 
Philadelphia and Rochester and between Rochester and New 
York. The report added: 


To require an applicant under the ‘‘grandfather’’ clause to prove 
service between every combination of points sought in the application 
would not only prove an insuperable burden, but would result in re 
strictions, which would choke the development of motor carrier opera- 
tions over the routes which a carrier serves, and thus prevent the devel- 
opment of an efficient and economical transportation system, contrary 
to the national transportation policy as expressed in the act. We are 
of the opinion that such restrictions should not be imposed. 


The application in MC 37629, Sub. No. 2, sought exten- 
sion of applicant’s grandfather routes in transportation of 
general commodities, with exceptions, between Kokomo, Ind., 
and junction of U. S. Highway 35 with Indiana Highway 9, 
between Elwood and Alexandria, Ind., and between Muncie and 
Albany, Ind., and to serve Marion, Portland, New Castle and 
Hagerstown, Ind., as intermediate points on other routes. The 
Commission said the request was filed at the request of Uni- 
versal Carloading Co., which contended that schedules of other 
carriers now serving it were not designed particularly to meet 
its convenience, with the result that shipments picked up in the 
late afternoon did not reach Muncie in time for forwarding 
the same day. The Commission held that to meet the peculiar 
convenience of a single shipper might disrupt the entire service 
of those carriers, and that their unwillingness or inability to do 
so did not render their service inadequate. Accordingly, the 
Commission found that the present and future public con- 
venience and necessity did not require the proposed operation. 


WATER APPLICATIONS DISMISSED 


Finding that the applicants’ operations consisted entirely of 
towing liquid cargoes in bulk in tank vessels designed for use 
exclusively in the service involved and certified under regula- 
tions approved by the Secretary of Commerce and that such 
transportation was not subject to part III of the interstate 
commerce act by reason of the exemption in section 303 (d) 
thereof, the Commission, by division 4, has dismissed W-784, 
Tug Robert H Inc., authority and exemption application, and 
W-785, Monitor Towing Co., Inc., authority and exemption 
application, for exemption under section 302 (e) and permits 
authorizing continuance of operations as contract carriers by 
water under section 309 (f). 


CONTRACT REFRIGERATION CHARGE 


Contract carriers by motor may not include refrigeration 
charges in their line-haul rates and charges on property moved 
between St. Louis, Mo., and Chicago, Ill., under a decision of 
the Commission, division 2, in MC C-79, Anderson Motor 
Service Co. et al. vs. W. H. Meils and John W. Butler, dba M. 
& B. Truck Co. 

Refrigeration is an additional service for which an extra 
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charge should ordinarily be made, according to the Commis- 
sion. It prescribed a minimum charge for refrigeration service 
between the two points mentioned of not lower than $4 a truck- 
load, in addition to the line-haul rates and charges, to be es- 
tablished on or before Jan. 2, 1942. If found that the min- 
imum rates and charges of the M. & B. Truck Co., on property 
in truckloads between St. Louis and Chicago were not unduly 
preferential, as alleged by 17 motor common carriers of prop- 
erty operating between the same points, and not unreasonable, 
except to the extent that refrigeration charges were included in 
the line-haul rates. The operations of the M. & B. Truck Co., 
were purchased by the Packers Transport, Inc., subsequent to 
the hearing Aug. 8, 1939, and the schedules of minimum charges 
of the former were adopted by the latter. The report said the 
rates assailed were the same whether or not refrigeration serv- 
ice was provided, although it cost $4 a truckload. 






























































Export Ex-Lake Grain Rates 


A seemingly small rip is to be made in the north Atlantic 
port export ex-lake grain rate adjustment by the railroads, not 
later than Feb. 27, as a result of the decision by the Commis- 
sion, division 3, in No. 28466, Port of New York Authority vs. 
Baltimore & Ohio, et al., in which the port of New York sought 
a parity with Baltimore, Md., and Philadelphia, Pa. All the 
export grain rates from Lake Erie ports to the north Atlantic 
ports were assailed by New York. 

Only the Toledo, O., part of the adjustment is to be changed 
and that in accordance with an offer made by the railroads. The 
Commission found that the rates on ex-lake grain from Toledo 
to New York, for export, were and would be unduly prejudicial 
to New York and shippers using that port and unduly prefer- 
ential of Philadelphia and Baltimore to the extent that the rates 
to New York exceeded or might exceed those to Philadelphia 
and Baltimore by more than 1.5 cents a hundred pounds. The 
rates to the changed basis are to be established on or before 
Feb. 27. 

New York assailed the entire adjustment. But the Com- 
mission found it out of line with the law only to the extent in- 
dicated. It found that the differential of one-half cents a hu 
dred pounds in the rates on ex-lake grain from Buffalo, N. 
and Erie, Pa., to the port of New York, for export, over 
rates to Philadelphia and Baltimore was not unduly prejudicial 
to New York. A further finding was that a summer rate on 
ex-lake grain from Buffalo and Erie, maintained in the season 
of navigation on the New York state barge canal, had not been 
shown to be below a reasonable minimum rate. 

Another finding was that the free storage time of ten days 
at New York on this export grain, as compared with twenty 
days free time at Philadelphia, Baltimore, and Norfolk, Va., 
had not been shown to be unduly prejudicial against the port 
of New York. 

The report covered much of the history of the port relation 
adjustment which it said had been in effect well over thirty 
years but which New York was seeking to have changed, in- 
cluding the effect of the so-called Ottawa treaty, in effect from 
1933 to 1938, which, it said, had the effect of transferring a great 
deal of the grain traffic from the north Atlantic ports to Ca- 
nadian ports. It was part of Canada’s effort to persuade 
Canadian grain to go out through Canadian ports. It had an 
effect on the flow of all sorts of grain. 

New York contended that the other ports had an advantage 
over it of 0.7 cents a bushel under the present adjustment. One 
exporter was quoted by the report as having stated that his 


ber, January and February to Philadelphia and Baltimore b 
cause of the lower price that could be offered through those 
ports. 

The history of the movement in the past ten years, said the 
report, indicated clearly that if the rail lines serving Philadel- 
phia and Baltimore were to participate in this export ex-lake 


made. 


undertake to apportion traffic between rival ports or cities, and 
that any rate adjustment not based strictly on transportation 
conditions was violative of section 3. 

Complainant’s position, the Commission said, would prac- 
tically freeze the rate structure of the country on a distance 
basis, and would prohibit manufacturing centers competing in a 
common market on any but rates made strictly on distance 
and other existing transportation conditions. 

“We do not agree with any such concept of the law,” said 
the report. “It must be borne in mind that we are not here 
called upon to require the carriers to establish rates to Phil- 
adelphia and Baltimore more favorable than to New York, but 


‘\ 


grain business, some concession in the rate adjustment must be 
Complainant, it added, insisted that the Commission 
might not condone any rate concession which diverted traffic 
from one port to another; that the carriers had no right to 


TRAFFIC WORLD 


merely to pass upon the lawfulness of the rates as they exigt 
That does not, of course, mean that a rate adjustment should be 
countenanced that would promote the movement of an inordinate 
proportion of the traffic through Philadelphia and Baltimore, py; 
it does mean that carriers may, within lawful bounds, so adjus; 
their rates as to secure a fair proportion of traffic, as wel] as 
reasonably to foster the ports they serve.” 

That concept of the law, the report added, might and prob. 
ably would work some hardship on laboring interests at New 
York. It said that what the reduced tonnage meant to freight 
handlers of that sort was shown by the figures indicating the 
reduced tonnage through that port in the nine-year period 
1930-1938 in which the pay roll fell from $1,500,000 to less than 
$100,000 in comparison with the 10-year preceding it. The re. 
port said the laborers unable to obtain other work were largely 
on relief. Some gain, it observed went to laborers at Phij- 
adelphia and Baltimore. 

Commissioner Johnson, in a concurring expression, said that 
in approving this report he did not wish to be understood as 
approving lower rail rates in summer in the season of open 
navigation than those maintained in the winter months when 
the waterways were closed to navigation. 


Commission Reports 


Horses and Mules 


No. 28282, Oklahoma Horse & Mule Commission Co. et al. 
vs. Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe et al., embracing No. 28244, 
L. A. Cox et al. vs. Same. Supplemental. By division 2. State- 
ment in prior report, 243 I. C. C. 495, with respect to the 
weight to be used in determining the amount of reparation on 
shipments of horses and mules from points in Montana, Oregon 
and Washington to points in Oregon, California, Texas and 
Tennessee, amended to make clear that it “applies only in con- 
nection With No. 28244.” .\ 









let al. By division 2. Applicable rates on automobile parts 
(pipe or tubing, coated with copper or tin, with and without 
fittings), in mixed carloads, from Detroit, Mich., to Atlanta, 
Ga., Baltimore, Md., Bloomfield, N. J., Buffalo and Tarrytown, 

. Y., Janesville, Wis., and Kansas City, Mo., determined, and 
reparation, with interest, awarded. Complainant alleged that 
the rates charged or demanded on shipments made between 
Nov. 5, 1936, and Feb. 10, 1940, were inapplicable and unreason- 
able. The carriers instituted suits for collection of alleged 
undercharges on 41 carloads moving between Nov. 5, 1936, and 
Sept. 18, 1939. Questions arose as to whether the articles 
shipped constituted automobile parts and whether they lost 
their identity as iron and steel articles because they were 
coated with copper or with lead and tin, defendants contending 
that the articles were ratable as pipe or tubing, iron or steel, 
solder coated, and complainant claiming the rates on certain 
iron or steel automobile parts. The Commission found that 
the rates and ratings applicable on complainant’s shipments 
were (1) those applicable on automobile parts namely, brake 
or engine parts, iron or steel, or (2) those applicable on auto- 
mobile parts, namely, pipe or tubing, iron or steel, U. S. 
standard gauge No. 8 to 23, inside diameter 3 inches or less, 
or (3) those applicable on automobile parts, namely, pipe fit- 
tings, iron or steel, or, on the brass fittings, those applicable on 
pipe or tubing fittings, other than iron or steel, brass fittings, 


firm had sold 1,500,000 bushels of grain to be shipped in ON attached to coated steel articles to be taken at actual weight 


and rate on brass fittings under the tariff provisions for mixeg 
gerionds. 


a Class Rates, Norfolk to Charlotte 


N. C. By division 2. Proposal of J. C. Warren, Sr., and 
J. C. Warren, Jr., copartners, dba Warren Transfer Co., 
Charlotte, N. C., to establish reduced class rates, ranging 
from 48 cents for seventh class to $1.30 a hundred pounds for 
first class, and 17 so-called intermediate column ratings, from 
Norfolk to Charlotte, and to cancel their participation in the 
class rates from and to these points named in the agency 
tariffs of Agent R. S. Cooper, so as to meet competition of 
two other truck lines, found just and reasonable. Order sus- 
pending operation of schedules until December 1, on protest 
of rail carriers in southern freight association territory, Motor 
Carriers’ Traffic Association and Southern Motor Carriers 
Rate Conference, vacated, and proceeding discontinued. The 
Commission said that no question had been raised as to the 
reasonably compensatory character of the proposed rates; that 
it appeared there was a lack of uniformity in the class rates 
between the considered points; that class rates similar t0 
those proposed were maintained by at least one other carrier, 


Automobile Parts \ 
0. 28541, General Motors Corporation vs. Michigan Cen- ' 







Pi 


‘\ Yand S. M-1580, class rates, Norfolk, Va., to de 
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and that so long as this situation obtained the respondents 
were entitled to meet the competition which they understood 
to exist, by any rates which were lawful. 


Pecans from Texas 


I. and S. M-1446, pecans, Texas to Chicago and St. Louis. 
By division 2. Proposal of many motor common carriers, mem- 
pers of Mid-Western Motor Freight Tariff Bureau, Inc., of 
Kansas City, Mo., to establish, on pecans, in the shell, from 
specified Texas origins to Chicago, IIl., and St. Louis, Mo., com- 
modity rates ranging from 64 to 71 cents, minimum 20,000 
pounds, for short-highway distances of 921 to 1,277 miles to 
Chicago, and ranging from 47 to 54 cents, same minimum, 
for short-highway distances of 623 and 971 miles to St. Louis, 
to alternate with rates subject to minima of 14,000, 30,000 and 
60,000 pounds now maintained from and to these points, not 
shown to be just and reasonable. Schedules filed to become 
effective January 25, 1941, suspended until August 25 on pro- 
test of southwestern territory railroads, and voluntarily post- 
poned indefinitely by respondents, ordered canceled, and pro- 
ceeding discontinued. The Commission said the effect of the 
proposed rates would be, in a large measure, to supersede 
those subject to the 14,000-pound minimum, the latter ranging 
from 75 to 90 cents to Chicago and from 63 to 78 cents to St. 
Louis. It said no evidence was adduced with respect to the 
cost of transporting or the transportation characteristics of 
this traffic, with exception of a general statement that a truck- 
load of 20,000 pounds could be carried without violating state 
laws and that the revenues under the proposed rates were 
“pretty close to cost.” 


Asbestos Waste 


I and S. No. 4948, asbestos waste, Canada and Vermont, 
to New Orleans. By division 2. Proposal of Seatrain Lines, 
Inc., to reduce, by 4 cents a hundred pounds, eliminating half 
the increase made April 7, 1941, rates on asbestos waste, refuse 
and shorts, carloads, from seven origins in Quebec, Canada, 
and from Hyde Park and Morrisville, Vt., to New Orleans, La., 
by rail to Hoboken, N. J., and service of respondent beyond, 
found just and reasonable. Order suspending, on protest of 
Pan-Atlantic Steamship Corporation, operation of schedules un- 
til December 7 (voluntarily deferred until March 7, 1942) 
vacated as of December 7, and proceeding discontinued. The 
Commission said the fact that the traffic had moved freely 
since the increases of April 7 tended to support protestant’s 
contention that there was no real need for the reductions, but 
that the industry had shown that it was at some disadvantage by 
reason of the increases as compared with the rates available 
to its competitors, and that it was within the province of the 
respondent to recognize these circumstances if it could be done 
lawfully. It added that the rates proposed were higher than 
those formerly in effect and were well above reasonable min- 
imum rates. 

Bronze Powder 


Il. and S. M-1539, Kenneth F. Lawrence, minimum rates 
and charges. By division 2. Proposed initial contract carrier 
minimum rates of 50 cents on bronze and aluminum powder, 
Malone, N. Y., to Closter, N. J., and on copper scrap, aluminum 
foil, and powdered stearic acid, Closter to Malone, unreasonable 
to the extent they would apply on quantities of less than 10,000 
pounds. Rates not less than 50 cents, minima 10,000 pounds, 
are to be established on or before Jan. 15, 1942, on 15 days 
notice. The proposed rates were published to become effective 
April 8 but were suspended until Nov. 8 on protest of trunk- 
line rail carriers, on which latter date they became effective. 
The Commission said they were published without any restric- 
tion as to the quantity which might be shipped but respondent 
intended them to be subject to a minimum of 10,000 pounds. 
The Commission’s finding is without prejudice to the establish- 
ment of higher rates for smaller quantities. 


Commission Motor Reports 


: (An asterisk before the docket number means that the report 
will not be printed in full in the permanent series of motor carrier 
reports of the Commission. Mimeographed copies of such reports in 
full may be obtained by prompt application to the Commission.) 


*MC 1290, Sub. No. 1, Earl W. Rensberger, Wilmot, S. D., 
common carrier extension. By division 5. On reconsideration, 
findings in prior report reversed. Certificate granted. General 
Commodities, with exceptions, between points within 15 miles of 
; ilmot, except Twin Brooks, S. D., on the one hand, and points 
In Minnesota, on the other, over irregular routes. The Com- 
mission said that in view of the fact that applicant had been 
handling the business of shippers who supported the applica- 
lion, and of other shippers, over a long period of time, between 
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the points designated, other carriers would not be adversely 
affected by reason of any material diversion of traffic from 
them. 

*MC 101987, Richard D. Clunie and Carlson Fugate, San 
Antonio, Tex., contract carrier application. By division 5. 
Denied. Specified commodities between San Antonio and 
Corpus Christi, Houston and Galveston, Tex., over regular 
routes. 

*MC 102328, Robert J. Thompson and James J. Thompson, 
Philadelphia, Pa., contract carrier application. By division 5. 
Denied. Paint pigments, steel drums, and containers, between 
points within 40 miles of Philadelphia, in Del., Md., and N. J., 
and return with rejected shipments, over irregular routes. 

MC 41404, R. K. Argo, C. R. Scates and R. G. Collier, 
Martin, Tenn., common carrier application, embracing Sub. 
No. 1, Same, common carrier extension. On reconsideration, 
findings in prior report, 27 M. C. C. 563, that applicants’ op- 
erations are those of a common carrier, affirmed. Certificate 
granted, in MC 41404, for continuance of operation, electric 
storage batteries and parts thereof, canned foods (including 
foods in glass), cheese, lard, and lard substitutes, agricultural 
commodities, glue, oleomargarine, butter, anhydrous ammonia, 
and conveyor flighting from and to specified points in Illinois, 
Indiana, Kentucky, Tennessee, Georgia, Alabama, Missouri and 
Mississippi. Certificate granted, in Sub. No. 1, as to electric 
storage batteries and parts thereof, from Chicago Heights, 
Ill., to designated points in Alabama, Mississippi, and Ten- 
nessee, over specified routes. As to the contention of ap- 
plicants that all their southbound operations and the opera- 
tions for transportation of conveyor flighting from Atlanta 
to Chicago were those of a contract carrier, the Commission 
said that the applicants or their predecessors did not limit 
themselves to any particular shippers and that, prior to June 
1, 1935, and for a time afterwards, the applicants transported, 
southbound as well as northbound, shipments for persons with 
whom they had no contracts. 

MC 46599, John W. Healzer, Hutchinson, Kan., common 
carrier application. By division 5. On reconsideration, find- 
ings in prior report, 24 M.C.C. 99, modified. Certificate granted 
for continuance of operation as to general commodities, with 
exceptions, (1) between Plymouth, Wis., and Hutchinson, Kan.; 
(2) between Chicago, Ill., and Hutchinson; (3) between Chi- 
cago and Kinsley, Kan.; (4).between Kansas City, Mo., and 
Abilene, Kan., and (5) between McPherson, Kan., and Wichita, 
Kan., over specified routes, serving specified intermediate and 
off-route points, with service restricted to traffic moving be- 
tween the named Kansas points, except Kansas City, on the 
one hand, and Kansas City, Kan., and St. Louis, Mo., and the 
named Illinois and Wisconsin points, on the other. The report 
said that in his reply to interveners’ petition, applicant con- 
ceded that he had never handled traffic between Chicago, IIl., 
and St. Louis, Mo., or between St. Louis, East St. Louis, IIl., 
and Kansas City, Mo., or Kansas City, Kan., and had no in- 
tention of rendering such a service. The Commission modified 
the grant of authority accordingly. 

*MC 24229, Frederick Kragler, Henry Kragler, and Louis 
Kragler, Pedricktown, N. J., common carrier application. By 
division 5. On reconsideration, findings in prior report, 18 
M.C.C. 808, modified so as to authorize operation as a common 
carrier of specified commodities between points in Pa., N. J., 
Del., N. Y., Md., Va., and D. C. 


MC 2065, Sub. 1, Earl Clingerman, Hagerstown, Md., ex- 
tension of operations—Baltimore, Md., and Washington, D. C. 
By division 5. Certificate denied. General commodities, with 
exceptions, between Pittsburgh, Pa., and Baltimore, Md., and 
between Frederick and Baltimore, Md. The report pointed 
out that applicant, since 1937, had transported shipments for 
the General Carloading Company, a freight forwarder. Prior 
to 1937, it said, applicant’s operations were not held out to 
the general public, but were conducted under the direction, 
control, and responsibility of other motor carriers. It: cannot 
be said, it added, that applicant’s present operations have been 
conducted since 1933 but on the contrary they must be con- 
sidered as new operations instituted in 1937. The Commission 
said it was of the opinion applicant’s “unauthorized” entrance 
into the field of motor carrier transportation had resulted 
in the diversion of traffic from other carriers already operating 
within the territory, the services of which had not been shown 
to be inadequate. 

MC 30451, Sub. 4, Luper Transportation Co., Wichita, Kan., 
extension of operations. By division 5. Permit denied. Spec- 
ified commodities between points in Kan., and Okla., on the 
one hand, and points in La., N. M., Okla., and Tex., on the 
other. Commissioner Lee dissented in part. 

*MC 42487, Sub. 28, Consolidated Freightways, Inc., Port- 
land, Ore., extension of operations. By division 5. On re- 
consideration, findings in prior report, decided May 10, 1941, 
modified so as to authorize operation as a common carrier 
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of general commodities, except liquid petroleum products, in 
bulk, in tank trucks, between Elko, Nev. and Mountain Home, 
Ida. 

*MC 91735, Frank Baird, Sioux City, la., contract carrier 
application. By division5. On reconsideration, findings in prior 
report, 21 M. C. C. 838, amended so as to authorize operation asa 
contract carrier, under individual contract or agreements with 
persons who operate wholesale grocery or food business houses, 
the business of which is the sale of food, of such merchandise as 
is dealt in by wholesale grocery and food business houses from 
Sioux City, Ia., to specified points in Neb. , 

*MC 95777, Fred Koesters, Earling, la., common carrier 
application. By division 5. Certificate granted. Live stock, 
feed, fencing, lumber, hay, twine, farm machinery, groceries, 
and agricultural commodities, between Omaha, Neb., on the one 
hand, and Earling, Ia., and points in Ia., within 7 miles of 
Earling, on the other. 


GREAT LAKES STOCK ACQUISITION 

Stating that no exceptions to the report proposed by Ex- 
aminer Molster had been filed (see Traffic World, Nov. 1, p. 
1138), the Commission, by division 4, in a report in Finance 
No. 13378, Minnesota-Atlantic Transit Co., control, has ap- 
proved and authorized acquisition by the Great Lakes Transit 
Corporation of control of the Minnesota-Atlantic Transit Co. 
through ownership of its capital stock. The part of the appli- 
cation which was for authority to consolidate franchises and 
properties was dismissed, said the Commission, since the 
transaction approved involved acquisition by the Great Lakes 
Company of the Minnesota’s capital stock only. 


D. & M. M. BONDS 


The Commission, by division 4, in a supplemental order 
in Finance No. 13480, Dansville & Mount Morris Railroad Co., 
bonds, has modified its order of Oct. 23, 1941, authorizing that 
road to extend from Nov. 1, 1941, to Nov. 1, 1951, the maturity 
date of $130,000 of first mortgage 5 per cent bonds, including 
$2,000 previously extended, so as to include $1,000 of bonds 
not previously extended. According to the order, $129,000 of 
bonds was extended and a $1,000 bond was unextended at the 
date of the Commission’s order. 


FRISCO REORGANIZATION 

The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 10008, St. 
Louis-San Francisco reorganization, has, for the time being, 
fixed $5,000 as a maximum limit of allowance to be paid out of 
the estate of the debtor, as reasonable compensation for all 
services performed by David Paine, as special counsel to the 
debtor’s trustees, and the lawyers of his firm who assisted him, 
in the suit and litigation in Lonsdale vs. Speyer (Gulf, Mobile 
& Northern case) to Oct. 17, 1941. The sum is to cover any 
office or other overhead expenses which should be provided for 
in connection with the services. 


Defense Project Truck Leases 


The Commission, division 4, has turned “thumbs down” 
on a proposal of a motor common carrier to issue promissory 
notes in the amount of $350,000 to finance purchase of trucks 
by two of the carrier’s subsidiaries so as to enable the latter to 
lease the trucks to government contractors engaged in defense 
construction work. 

In denying such authority to the applicant in MC F-1672, 
Columbia Terminals Co., of St. Louis, Mo., issuance of notes, 
division 4 concluded that the enterprise, from applicant’s 
standpoint, was a speculative one not consistent with the per- 
formance of its obligations as a common carrier or reasonably 
necessary therefor. 

The report explained that Columbia Motor Service Co., of 
St. Louis, and Columbia Transfer Co., of Kansas City, Mo., all 
of whose stock was owned by the applicant, had executed 
written agreements with defense project contractors, providing 
for the lease of motor vehicles for use on projects such as 
construction of ordnance plants and depots, proving grounds, an 
aircraft assembly plant and an army cantonment camp. These 
agreements, it said, covered 96 vehicles costing $114.055 which 
would be leased by Transfer Co. and 45 vehicles costing 
$114,114 which would be leased by Service Co. In addition, 
it continued, applicant through its subsidiaries had submitted 
bids covering 105 additional units of equipment which, if ac- 
cepted, would require an additional investment approximating 
$125,000. It noted that the agreements were the “standard 
equipment rental agreement with recapture provision” pre- 
scribed for use under cost-plus-a-fixed-fee contract and had been 
approved by the U. S. contracting officer who executed the 
related principal contract in each instance. Lessees would be 
obligated to pay costs of operating and transporting the ve- 
hicles and to pay for all maintenance, repairs, fuel and lubrica- 
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tion used in their operation. Rentals were based on 240 houry’ 
use each month for each vehicle and ranged from a minimum 
of $68.50 a month for a pick-up truck to $333 a month fo, 
certain dump trucks, the report added. Total maximum monthly 
rentals, exclusive of overtime, to be paid the lessors for the 
141 trucks already contracted for were $12,104 for Transfer 
Co. and $11,143 for Service Co., it said. It continued: 


Applicant states that the recapture prices to the government in 
the several contracts vary from 10 to 15 per cent above the cost of 
the equipment to lessors on the basis of discounts which it would secure 
from the manufacturer, and the basic monthly rentals are one-twelfth 
of the recapture prices. When the total rental paid the lessor for 
any unit of equipment shall equal its value, plus one per cent for 
each month or fraction thereof such unit of equipment shall have been 
in use, no further rental shall be paid therefor and title to the equip- 
ment shall vest in the United States. All of the motor vehicles to 


be leased under these agreements will be purchased from Internationa] 
Harvester Co. . R 


After citing provisions of section 20 (a) of the act and 
quoting its reiterated conclusion in the New Haven Investiga- 
tion, 220 I. C. C. 505, that “every interstate railroad should be 
prohibited from expending money or incurring liability or ac. 
quiring property not in the operation of its railroad or in the 
legitimate improvement, extension or development of that rail- 
road,” the Commission said certain provisions of section 20 (a) 
were made applicable to motor carriers by section 214 of the 
motor carrier act, 1935, and must be presumed to have the same 
purpose as to them. It did not appear, it said, that the issuance 
of securities by the applicant for the purpose set out bore any 
relation whatsoever to the performance of its service to the 
public as a common carrier. 

“Applicant’s entry into the transaction,” it observed, “ap- 
pears to be for the purpose of insuring the sale of the vehicles 
by the equipment manufacturers and to act merely as a conduit 
of title to the government at a possible profit to itself. There is 
no indication in the record that applicant has any need for the 
vehicles in its operations should it be left with them in the 
event of termination of the arrangement prior to passage of 
title to the government.” 


TEMPORARY WATER AUTHORITY 


Temporary authority to operate as a contract carrier by 
self-propelled vessels, in the transportation of marine water 
tube boilers from Bayonne, N. J., to Orange, Tex., for 180 days 
from Dec. 1, 1941, has been granted by the Commission, divi- 
sion 4, in W-1, Erie and St. Lawrence Corporation, temporary 
authority. The Commission found that there was an imme- 
diate and urgent need for such service and that there was not 
available any carrier service capable of meeting such needs. 


NEW RAILROAD COMPANY PURCHASE 


Almanor Railroad Co., incorporated under California state 
laws September 24, 1941, has filed an application, Finance No. 
13547, asking the Commission for authority to issue 1,479 
shares of stock, of a par value total of $147,900, for the pur- 
pose of acquiring the right of way and trackage, together with 
equipment, of an existing railroad extending from Clear Creek 
Junction to Chester, Plumas county, Calif., now owned by the 
Grande Ronde Pine Co., an Oregon corporation. 

The application says applicant proposes to acquire these 
properties in exchange for 884 shares of its stock, of the par 
value of $88,400; to issue 215 shares, par value $21,500, to 
the Grande Ronde Company in exchange for railway equip- 
ment, and to issue an additional 380 shares to that company in 
exchange for cash, of which $26,000 is intended for use for 
rehabilitation of the line, $4,500 for construction of live stock 
loading and unloading facilities, and $7,500 for working capi- 
tal. The equipment to be acquired, according to the applica- 
tion, includes two locomotives, six flat cars, a tank car, two 
Speeders, a snowplow, and a caboose. 

By another application, Finance No. 13548, Almanor Rail- 
road Co. asks authority to acquire the aforesaid line, the main 
line extending a distance of 13 miles, with additional trackage 
of 1.11 miles. It says there is a necessity for rail service at 
Chester, which is located adjacent to large tracts of timber 
lands, “the major portion of which will be converted into lum- 
ber and lumber products at a lumber plant to be installed at 
Chester early in 1942.” 

Officers of the applicant are Truman W. Collins, of Port- 
land, Ore., president, and Charles E. McCulloch, Portland, 
secretary. Allan P. Matthew, of San Francisco, Calif., is prin- 
cipal attorney for the applicant. 


BROADENED MOTOR AUTHORITY 
In the Traffic World, Nov. 22, p. 1321, under the heading 
“Broadened Motor Authority” it was erroneously reported that 
the Commission’s decision was made in MC 38963, Roy C. 
Heathington, common carrier application. It was made in 
MC 48963, of the same title. . 
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Suspended Tariffs 


(Designation of a tariff below does not mean that all schedules 
in it have been suspended. Suspension orders contain many sched- 
ules not reproduced here. Details of such orders are published in 
The Daily Traffic World and Bulletin and The Traffic Bulletin.) 


In I. and S. M-1879, the Commission has suspended from 
November 24 until June 24 the operation of schedules pub- 
lished in supplement No. 1 to schedule MF-I. C. C. No. 11 of 
Baggett Transportation Co., Inc., Birmingham, Ala. In lieu 
of higher mileage charges, the suspended schedules proposed to 
establish contract-carrier minimum charges on explosives and 
blasting supplies, minimum 8,000 pounds, from Mineral Springs 
and McAdory, Ala., to Braithwaite, La., of 87 cents a 100 
pounds on export traffic destined to Europe, Africa and the east 
coast of South America, and of 96 cents on export traffic des- 
tined to other countries. 

In I. and S. M-1880, the Commission has suspended from 
November 24 until June 24 the operation of all schedules 
contained in tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 2 of Harry S. Shorey, dba 
Shorey’s Express, Corinth, N. Y. The suspended schedules pro- 
posed to establish a proportional commodity rate of 25 cents 
a 100 pounds on miscellaneous freight in any-quantity lots 
between Albany and Troy, N. Y., and Ballston Spa, Corinth, 
Mechanicville and Saratoga Springs, N. Y., in lieu of a present 
rate of 35 cents. 

In I. and S. M-1881, the Commission has suspended from 
November 24 until June 24, the operation of certain schedules 
as published in tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 16 of William Frank 
Smith, dba W. F. Smith Trucking Co., Limestone, Tenn. The 
suspended ‘schedules proposed to establish new motor common 
carrier less-truckload commodity rates on hardware, and 
plumber’s goods, from Baltimore, Md., New York, N. Y.. and 
Philadelphia, Pa., to 26 points in Tennessee, and new 20,000- 
pound rates on the same commodities, from the same origin 
points, to Bristol, Tennessee-Virginia. At present, respondent 
maintains 10.000-pound contract carrier minimum rates or 
charges on this traffic. 

In I. and S. 5072, the Commission on its own motion has 
suspended from November 24 until June 24, the operation of 
schedules as published in supplements 48 and 49 to Agent F. 
D. Miller’s tariff I. C. C. No. 455. The suspended schedules 
propose to revise the rates on scrap iron or steel, in carloads, 
from Nashville and Clarksville, Tenn., to Ashland, Ky., New 
Boston and Portsmouth, O., without observing the provisions 
of section 4 of the interstate commerce act. 


In I. and S. 5076, the Commission has suspended from 
November 20 until June 20, the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplement No. 1 to Agent E. H. Dulaney’s 
tariff I. C. C. No. 86, and other tariffs. The suspended sched- 
ules propose to reduce the carload rating on floor coverings, 
such as linoleum, cork and felt base carpeting, from fifth class 
(45 per cent of first class) to sixth class (40 per cent of first 
class) within southern territory, and between points in official 
territory and the south. 


In I. and S. 5077, the Commission has suspended from No- 
vember 20 until June 20, the operation of certain schedules as 
in supplement No. 38 to joint tariff, Agents J. R. Peel’s I. C. C. 
No. 3321 and B. T. Jones’ I. C. C. No. 3503. The suspended 
schedules propose to reduce the rates on internal combustion 
engines, in carloads, from Milwaukee, Wis., to certain Texas 
ports. An illustrative proposal is to reduce from 115 cents to 
100 cents the rate from Milwaukee, Wis., to Beaumont, Tex. 


In I. and S. 5078, the Commission has suspended from No- 
vember 20 until June 20, the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplements Nos. 20, 23 and 25 to Agent J. R. 
Peel’s tariff I. C. C. No. 3295. The suspended schedules propose 
to establish a rate of 37.5 cents a 100 pounds on printing paper, 
minima 70,000 and 80,000 pounds, from Houston, Tex., to Chi- 
cago, Iil., to alternate in application with the present rate of 
36 cents, minimum 36,000 pounds. 

In I. and S. 5079, the Commission has suspended from No- 
vember 24 until June 24, the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplement No. 5 to joint tariff, Agent W. S. 
Curlett’s I. C. C. No. A719. The suspended schedules propose 
to reduce the rates on dry tankage from Carrollville, Wis., and 
on dry sewage sludge from Chicago, IIl., and Milwaukee, Wis.., 
to Holly Hill, S. C., and Mulberry, Fla., without observing the 
provisions of section 4 of the interstate commerce act. 

In I. and S. M-1872, the Commission has suspended from 
November 20 until June 20, the operation of certain schedules 
as published in schedule MF-I. C. C. No. 18 of J. R. Gonseth and 
A. G. Moore, dba M & G Contract Service Company of Joplin, 
Mo. The suspended schedules proposed to establish new any- 
quantity minimum rates or charges on beer, from St. Louis, 
Mo., to Miami, Okla., and from Belleville, Ill., Omaha, Neb., and 


1381 


Kansas City, Mo., to Miami, Muskogee and Tulsa, Okla., and on 
beer containers in the reverse direction. An illustrative pro- 
posal is to establish rates of 22 cents to Miami, Okia., and 26 
cents to Tulsa, Okla., from Kansas City, Mo., on beer. 

In I. and S. M-1873, the Commission has suspended from 
November 20 until June 20 the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplement 6 to tariff MF I. C. C. No. 203 
of Southern Motor Carriers Rate Conference, agent, Atlanta, 
Ga. In lieu of class rates in cents a 100 pounds of 74 cents, 
less truckload, and 52 cents, minimum 36,000 pounds, the 
suspended schedule proposed to establish from Columbus, 
Ga., to Jacksonville, Fla., on candy or confectionery, and re- 
lated commodities, an any-quantity commodity rate of 51 cents 
a 100 pounds. 


In I. and S. M-1874, the Commission has suspended from 
November 20 until June 20 the operation of certain schedules 
as published in tariff MF I. C. C. No. 73 of A. R. Fowler, agent, 
St. Paul, Minn. The suspended schedules proposed to establish 
on various miscellaneous commodities in straight or mixed 
truckloads, or in mixed truckloads with packing-house products, 
the same rates as are contemporaneously applicable on packing- 
house products, between the Twin Cities and certain points in 
Tllinois, Indiana, and Wisconsin. 


In I. and S. M-1875, the Commission has suspended from 
November 20 until June 20 the operation of certain schedules 
published in tariff MF I. C. C. No. 7 of Paul E. Shaffer, New 
Bethlehem, Pa. The suspended schedules proposed to establish 
the following reduced rates in cents a net ton on fertilizer from 
Buffalo, N. Y.; to Freeport, Homer City and Slatelick, Pa.: 


Proposed rates, less truckload, 560; minimum 2,000 pounds, 510; 
minimum 4,000 pounds, 460; minimum 8,000 pounds, 435; minimum 14,000 
pounds, 360. Present rates, less truckload, 580; minimum 2,000 pounds, 
520; minimum 4,000 pounds, 480; minimum 8,000 pounds, 480; minimum 
14,000 pounds, 400. 


In I. and S. M-1876, the Commission has suspended from 
November 22 until June 22 the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplement No. 13 to tariff MF I. C. C. No. 8 of 
James E. Lockwood, agent, Kansas City, Mo. The suspended 
schedules proposed to establish a note in connection with a 
commodity rate of 12 cents a 100 pounds, minimum 18,000 
pounds, on flavored or phosphated beverages, from Joplin, Mo., 
to Independence, Kan., providing for the free return of empty 
beverage containers from Independence to Joplin. Respondent’s 
present rate on empty returned containers from Independence 
to Joplin is 20 cents a 100 pounds, any-quantity. 


In I. and S. M-1877, the Commission has suspended from 
November 22 until June 22 the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplement No. 3 to tariff MF I. C. C. No. 124 
of Mid-Western Motor Freight Tarffiff Bureau, Inc., agent, 
Kansas City, Mo. The suspended schedule proposed to establish 
a rate of 15 cents a 100 pounds, minimum 10,000 pounds, on 
junk from Cape Girardeau, Mo., to St. Louis, Mo., in lieu of 
present class rates. 


In I. and S. M-1878, the Commission has suspended from 
November 22 until June 22 the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplements Nos. 1 and 3 to tariff MF I. C. C. 
No. 43 of Agent Everett H. Russell, Akron, O. In lieu of present 
higher class rates, the suspended schedules propose to estab- 
lish reduced commodity rates of 163 and 160 cents a 100 
pounds, minimum 20,000 pounds, to Boston, Mass., and New 
York, N. Y., respectively, applicable on shelled pecans from 
Tyler and Weatherford, Tex. 


In I. and S. 5080, the Commission has suspended from No- 
vember 25 until June 25 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplements Nos. 9, 10 and 11 to Agent Ira D. 
Dodge’s tariff I. C. C. No. 509. The suspended schedules pro- 
pose to reduce the rates on grain and grain products, carloads, 
between points in Texas over interstate routes. The follow- 
ing is illustrative: 


From Farwell, Texas to Houston, Texas: Present—36; proposed— 
35. From Texhoma, Texas to Houston, Texas: Present—40%; pro- 
posed—35. 


In I. and S. 5081, the Commission has suspended from 
November 25 until June 25 the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplements Nos. 47, 49 and 51 to joint tariff, 
Agents J. R. Peel’s I. C. C. No. 3239 and L. E. Kipp’s I. C. C. 
No. A-3148 and MF-I. C. C. No. A-59. The suspended schedules 
propose to increase the rates on potatoes, onions and rutabagas, 
carloads, from origins in Colorado, Idaho, Montana, Nebraska, 
Nevada, New Mexico, Oregon, South Dakota, Utah and Wyo- 
ming to destinations in eastern Arkansas. The following is 
illustrative: 


From Greeley, Colo., to Little Rock, Ark.: Present—57; proposed— 
60. From Greeley, Colo., to Forrest City, Ark.: Present—57; proposed 
—65. From Idaho Falls, Ida., to Little Rock, Ark.: Present—70; pro- 
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posed—73. From Idaho Falls, Ida., to Forrest City, Ark.: Present— 
70; proposed—78. 


In I. and S. 5082, the Commission on its own motion has 
suspended from November 25 until June 25 the operation of 
certain schedules as published in supplement No. 6 to Agent 
L. E. Kipp’s tariff I. C. C. No. A-3340. The suspended schedules 
propose to reduce the rates on wet woodpulp, in carloads, from 
Green Bay and Stevens Point, Wis., to Fulton and Oswego, 
N. Y., without observing the provisions of section 4 of the in- 
terstate commerce act. 

In I. and S. M-1882, the Commission has suspended from 
November 27 until June 27 the operation of certain sched- 
ules as published in supplement No. 9 to tariff MF-I. C. C. 
No. 6 of Loving & Loving, Oklahoma City, Okla. The sus- 
pended schedules proposed to establish on canned goods, from 
certain Colorado origins to certain Oklahoma destinations, com- 
modity rates of 40 and 45 cents a 100 pounds, minimum 40,000 
pounds, and rates of 45 cents a 100 pounds, minimum 60,000 
pounds, in addition to present higher rates governed by the 
minimum weight of 20,000 pounds. 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 


No. 28481, P. R. Mitchell Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. In a second 
petition, complainant asks reopening and reconsideration by entire 
Commission of record in so far as it denies reparation. 

MC F-1649, Hoover Truck Co., Inc., purchase, Central Motor Ex- 
press. Hoover Truck Co., Inc., and Roy Dickerson and C. C. Russell, 
dba Central Motor Express, ask authority for Hoover Truck Co., Inc., 
to operate that portion of routes of Central Motor Express covered 
by Commission certificate MC 52534 Sub. 2, under section 210a(b). 

No. 28438, Bonneville, Ltd., vs. Alton et al. Complainant asks that 
Commission further modify its order which was, by its terms as 
amended, made effective December 29, so that said order become effec- 
tive immediately on one day’s notice, instead of December 29; or, as 
an alternative, so that said order become effective not later than 
November 29, on one day’s notice, instead of December 29. 

No. 13535 et al., Consolidated Southwestern Cases. Southwestern 
lines, defendants, ask modification of findings and orders specifically 
to eliminate ingot molds, ingot mold stools and ingot bottom plates 
from requirements of said findings and orders. 

1. & S. No. 4668, loading of multiple cars in west; Il. & S. No. 4678, 
cars furnished at variance with shippers’ order; and No. 27365, freight 
forwarding investigation. J. A. Farmar, for and on behalf of western 
trunk line carriers, respondents, asks that crder of November 7 be 
modified to provide postponement, until February 6, 1942, of agency 
and individual lines’ tariffs providing column or commodity rates and 
ratings on “‘all freight’’ between points in western trunk line territory. 

MC F-1674, application of Andrew B. Crichton, R. M. Crichton, 
C. N. Crichton, M. E. Crichton, R. B. Crichton and A. B. Crichton, 
Jr., dba Super Service Motor Freight Co., for temporary authority 
to operate rights and routes of C. & H. Motor Express, Inc. Andrew 
B. Crichton, R. M. Crichton, C. N. Crichton, M. E. Crichton, R. B. 
Crichton and A. B. Crichton, Jr., dba Super Service Motor Freight Co., 
ask reconsideration of order under date of October 20, denying ap- 
plicant’s petition for temporary authority. 

Ex Parte MC 23, midwestern moior carrier rates. J. A. Farmar, 
on behalf of western trunk line carriers, asks that petition for modi- 
fication of order filed by Leonard H. Berenson, dba American High- 
way Carriers, covering rates on iron and steel articles, from Chicago 
commercial zone and Chicago Heighis, Ill., to places in Iowa, be 
assigned for oral hearing. 

Ex Parte MC 20, trunk line territory motor carrier rates. Abram 
Konnight, dba Ramapo Motor Lines, asks reconsideration and modifi- 
cation of orders in connection with rayon fabrics (any packing) be- 
tween Garnerville, N. Y., and Paterson, N. J., and New York, N. Y. 

No. 28725, Lufkin Rule Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. Defendants 
ask that Commission strike from its files the complaint now on file 
herein, or direct that the same be amended. 

Ex Parte MC 22, motor carrier rates in New England. Benjamin 
Hershfield, dba Hershfield Motor Transportation Co., asks that Com- 
mission further modify its order herein as modified in the twenty- 
sixth supplemental report (item 16 of appendix thereto) so as to per- 
mit petitioner, and such other respondents as may desire to take like 
action, to establish and to hereafter maintain rates of 21 cents a 100 
pounds on shipments of frcm 10,000 pounds to 19,999 pounds, in- 
clusive, of crude rubber as described in item No. 6570 of Agent Earle 
C. Doebener’s tariff MF I. C. C. No. 79, from Brooklyn, N. Y., New 
York City, N. Y., Hoboken, N. J., Jersey City, N. J., Weehawken, 
N. J., and Staten Island, N. Y. 

Finance No. 12928, application of Galesburg & Great Eastern for 
certificate for an extension of its existing line in Knox and Stark 
counties, Illinois. Frank O. Lowden, James E. Gorman and Joseph B. 
Fleming, trustees of estate of Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific, ask 
for leave to intervene, and for rehearing and reconsideration by entire 
Commission. 

MC F-6, application of Scott Bros., Inc., for approval of acquisition 
of control of W. G. Corporation. Scott Bros., Inc., asks that order 
dated August 26 be further stayed. 

MC F-1719, joint application of Miami Transportation Co., Ine., 
of Indiana and Lett & Co. of Indiana, Inc., for authority for the former 
to purchase the latter in part L. C. Seovanner, president of Miami 
Transportation Co., Inc., of Indiana, asks authority to lease rights 
involved pending final disposition. 

No. 28731, Coast Transportation Co., Inc., et al. vs. A. & R. et al. 
Texas & New Orleans, one of defendants, for itself and in behalf of 
all of southwestern railroads, defendants, asks Commission to require 
complainants to clarify their complaint so as to fully and completely 
advise all defendants and Commission wherein provisions of act have 
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been or are violated in accordance with Rule III(i), 1 and 2 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice. 

MC F-1287, Shawmut Transportation Co., Inc., purchase, Fall River 
and New York Transportation Co. Shawmut Transportation Co., Inc, 
asks rehearing, reconsideration and oral argument. 

Ex Parte MC 20, trunk line territory motor carrier rates. In g 
third petition, Metropolitan Motor Carriers Conference, Inc., asks modi- 
fication of exisiing orders so as to permit petitioner to establish com- 
modity rates set forth in an appendix to the petition applicable to the 
transportation of paper, roofing, in bundles and rolls from Elizabeth, 
N. J., to Mt. Carmel, Pa., Plains, Pa., Scranton, Pa., and Wilkes- 
Barre, Pa., and to the transportation of milk, evaporated, in cans, jn 
cartons. from Walton, N. Y., to Newark, N. J. 





MOTOR FINANCE CASES 


No. MC F-1695, The Davidson Transfer & Storage Co.—Issuance of 
Notes, embracing No. MC F-1696, The Davidson Transfer & Storage 
Co.—Issuance of Note. 

1. The Davidson Transfer & Storage Co., of Baltimore, Md., ay- 
thorized to issue, subject to condition, not exceeding $135,000 aggre- 
gate face amount of short-term notes to retire outstanding notes, to 
finance the purchase of motor equipment, and for other corporate 
purposes. 

2. The Davidson Transfer & Storage Co. authorized to issue a 
secured promissory note of face amount $150,000 to finance construc- 
tion of terminal facilities. 

No. MC F-1496, Potashnick Local Truck System, Inc., purchase— 
George E. Smith and J. V. Griffin. 

Purchase by Potashnick Local Truck System, Inc., of Sikeston, 
Mo., of operating rights and certain property of George E. Smith and 
J. V. Griffin, partners, of Farmington, Mo., doing business as Smith 
& Griffin Truck Line, approved and authorized, subject to condition, 

MC F-1711, Frank and Joseph Budreck, purchase—Sipple Truck 
Lines, Inc. (Fred E. Law, Trustee). 

Petitien for authority under section 210a(b) of Frank and Joseph 
Budreck, a partnership, doing business as Budreck Truck Lines, for 
temporary operation of motor-carrier rights and properties of Sipple 
Truck Lines, Inc. (Fred E. Law, Trustee), granted November 21, 1941, 
provided, within 15 days from November 21, 1941, Frank and Joseph 
Budreck, a partnership, doing business as Budreck Truck Lines, shall 
have (1) filed with the Commission three conformed copies of a lease 
agreement embracing the terms of the lease authorized under section 
210a(b), (2) coniplied with sections 215 and 217 of the act and rules 
and regulations prescribed thereunder, (3) instituted operations pur- 
suant to the authority granted, and (4) confirmed, in writing, to the 
Commission, immediately upon commencement of operations, the date 
operations were commenced. 

No. MC F-1513, Public Service Interstate Transportation Company, 
purchase--Gray Line Motor Tours, Inc. Purchase by Public Service 
Interstate ‘Transportatior Company, of Newark, N. J., of certain op- 
erating rights and property of Gray Line Motor Tours, Inc., of New 
York, N. Y., approved and authorized, subject to condition. 

No. MC F-1706, Herrin Transportation Company, purchase—Wald 
Transfer and Storage Co. Petition for authority under section 210a(b) 
of Herrin Transportation Company, of Houston, Tex., for temporary 
operation of motor-carrier rights of Wald Transfer and Storage Co., 
also of Houston, granted November 25, 1941, upon reconsideration, pro- 
vided, within 15 days from November 25, 1941, Herrin Transportation 
Company shall have (1) complied with sections 215 and 217 of the act 
and rules and regulations prescribed thereunder, (2) instituted opera- 
tions pursuant to the authority granted, and (3) confirmed, in writing, 
to the Commission, immediately upon commencement of operations, 
the date operations were commenced. 

MC F-15324, Salt Creek Freightways, purchase—Motor Transit Co. 
Application of Salt Creek Freightways of Casper, Wyo., for authority 
to purchase ceriain operating rights of Motor Transit Co. of Billings, 
Mont., approved and authorized, subject to condition. 

MC F-1710, Sterling Express, Inc., purchase—Triangle, Limited 
(James A. Herbert, Receiver). Petition for authority under section 
210a(b) of Sterling Express, Inc., of Hampton, N. H., for temporary 
operation of motor-carrier rignts of Triangle, Limited (James A. Her- 
bert, Receiver). of Boston, Mass., granted November 26, 1941, provided, 
within 15 days from November 26, 1941, Sterling Express, Inc., shall 
have (1) complied with sections 215 and 217 of the act and rules and 
regulations prescribed thereunder, (2) instituted operations pursuant 
to the authority granted, and (3) confirmed, in writing, to the Com- 
mission, immediately upon commencement of operations, the date 
operations were commenced. 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 

Report and order in F. D. No. 13455, Kanawha Central Railway 
Co. notes, granting authority (1) to issue promissory notes in the 
aggregate face amount of $16,202.23 to be payable to the Chesapeake 
& Ohio Railway Co., or order, to refund a matured note of a like 
amount, and (2), to pledge as security for the notes $16,000 of 20-year 
6 per cent secured notes. Approved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 13479, Rockingham Railroad 
Co. abandonment, permitting abandonment by the Rockingham Rail- 
road Co. of a line of railroad in Richmond County, N. C. Approved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 13503, Southern Pacific Rail- 
road Co, et al. abandcnment, permitting abandonment by the Southern 
Pacific Railroad Co. of a portion of a branch line of railroad in Fresno 
County, Calif., and abandonment of operation thereof by the Southern 
Pacific Co., lessee. Approved. 





You may either write or wire our Washington office 
for information concerning matters in any department 
of the government there, if you are a subscriber to 
THE DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD. 
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Proposed Reports in I. C. C. Cases 


Railroad, Water, and Motor Transport 





Motor Paper Rates 


In a proposed report in I. and S. M-1555, paper and ar- 
ticles, N. Y. points to N. J. and N. Y. points, served Nov. 22, Ex- 
aminer Robert A. Joyner has recommended that the Commis- 
sion find unlawful a proposal of MacAllister’s Express, of Little 
Falls, N. Y., a motor common carrier, to establish new commod- 
ity rates on paper and paper articles from Little Falls and 
Lyonsdale, N. Y., to New York City docks and points in New 
Jersey. 

The respondent proposed new commodity rates on paper 
and paper articles from Little Falls, N. Y., to New York City 
docks, and to points in New Jersey within 20 miles of Newark, 
other than Newark, Paterson, Elizabeth and East Orange. This 
proposal was found unlawful because respondent lacked au- 
thority to perform the transportation. The respondent also 
proposed new commodity rates on the same commodity of 23 
cents, minimum 30,000 pounds, from Little Falls to Newark, 
Paterson, Elizabeth and East Orange, and 25 cents, same min- 
imum, from Lyonsdale, N. Y., to Newark and points in New 
Jersey within 20 miles of Newark. The examiner found this 
proposal unlawful because ambiguous, indefinite and conflict- 
ing. He recommended cancellation of the proposed schedules, 
which were filed to become effective June 7 and suspended 
until Jan. 7, 1942, on protest of the Middle Atlantic States 
Motor Carrier Conference, Inc., without prejudice to the filing 
of new ones in conformity with views expressed by him in the 
report, and discontinuance of the proceeding. Among other 
things, the examiner said, the commodity description appearing 
in connection with the proposed would include a variety of 
articles of different transportation characteristics and value, 
to which the proposed rates obviously were not intended to 
apply. Commodity descriptions, he pointed out, were required 
to be clear and definite, free from ambiguity and conflict. The 
proposed schedules, he said, were faulty and, therefore, unlaw- 
ful to the extent they did not comply “with these requirements.” 


Low Truck Rates Not Unlawful 


Rates, ratings, charges and rules and regulations pertaining 

to them on truckload minima admittedly higher than can be 
loaded on one vehicle, intended to enable motor carriers to 
compete with the railroads in western trunk line and south- 
western territories, under investigation in Commission-initiated 
MC C-224, peanuts and other commodities between points in the 
west and southwest, should be found not shown to be unlawful, 
says Examiner J. L. Bradford in a proposed report in that pro- 
ceeding. He says the investigation should be discontinued. 
_ That finding the examiner says should be made as to rat- 
ings, rates and charges, subject to minimum weights of 30,000, 
36,000 or 40,000 pounds, and rules, regulations and practices 
affecting such ratings, rates and charges, maintained by re- 
spondents applicable to the transportation of (1) shelled peanuts 
from Hugo, Okla., to Kansas City, Mo., and points taking the 
same rates, (2) window shades, window shade materials, cloth 
and artificial leather from Chicago, Ill., and points taking the 
same rates to Dallas, Tex., (3) batteries, battery parts and farm 
lighting plants from Dallas, Tex., to St. Louis, Mo., and points 
taking the same rates, (4) wire or cable from St. Louis, Mo., 
and points taking the same rates to Texas points, (5) edible nuts 
from Texas points to Kansas City and St. Louis, Mo., and points 
taking the same rates, (6) bags and bagging between points in 
Oklahoma, on the one hand, and, on the other, points in Illinois 
and Indiana and St. Louis, Mo., Milwaukee, Wis., and points 
taking the same rates, and (7) oil, water or gas well outfits and 
Supplies between points in Oklahoma, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Illinois, St. Louis, Mo., Milwaukee, Wis., and 
Points taking the same rates. 


The rates the examiner thinks should not be disturbed are 
those published by Barbour Transportation Co., Inc., and parties 
to various of its tariffs and carriers parties to a long list of 
agency tariffs. 

According to the examiner the questions for determination 
Were as to the lawfulness of minima in excess of the capacity 
of the vehicle and whether the rates were unreasonably low or 
unlawful in any other respect, his answer to each being “no.” 
As to the weights phase the examiner said that while it was 


true that the Commission discouraged minima in excess of load- 
ing capacity and the respondents admitted that some such were 
in the tariffs under consideration, it had not promulgated a 
definite rule prohibiting that practice nor found in any pro- 
ceeding that a particular motor carrier rate was unlawful 
merely because the minimum weight in connection therewith 
was in excess of the quantity that could be loaded on operating 
equipment. On the contrary, he said, it recently had found such 
rates not unlawful. He cited Carpets and Carpeting from 
Official Territory to Southern Territory, 237 I. C. C. 651, in 
support of that assertion. Furthermore, he said, the rates under 
investigation were not all the respondents’ rates with such great 
minimum weights. 

“Obviously,” said Examiner Bradford, “there would be no 
point in finding that the rates under investigation are unlawful 
for this reason and leave untouched other rates with identical 
or higher minimum rates.” 

Barbour’s traffic manager, according to the report, said 
the average cost of that company in 1940 was 13.7 cents a truck- 
mile, its traffic being confined to truckloads. The average cost 
of truckers hauling both truckloads and less-truckloads, in the 
mid-western and southwestern territories, the report indicated, 
ran as high as 20.8 cents a truck-mile. The rate on peanuts from 
Hugo, Okla., to Kansas City, Mo., the report said, produced an 
average-truck-mile revenue of 13.79 cents for a load of 20,000 
pounds. The examiner said that while the earnings under the 
rates appeared to be low, the evidence did not show that such 
rates were lower than necessary to permit motor carrier par- 
ticipation in this traffic. Other commodities were examined as 
to earnings under the proposed rates with the examiner reach- 
ing the conclusion as to rates hereinbefore set forth. 


Chain Store Contract Service 


A shipper who desires to engage a motor carrier service 
operating under exclusive conditions precedent, in the opin- 
ion of Examiner C. H. Luce, is not seeking a public service. 
Therefore in a report on MC 101689, Edward M. Kreller, 
Baltimore, Md., contract carrier application and thirteen oth- 
ers, served Nov. 22, he has recommended the denial of per- 
mits to fourteen truck drivers of equipment owned by the 
American Stores Co., formerly employed by the store company 
and now serving it between points in Maryland. 

The examiner said it was the plan of the store company, 
which, he said, sponsored the applications, to transport its 
merchandise in contract carrier service and that the appli- 
cants were the former employes who operated in the so-called 
Baltimore zone. The fourteen applications were to provide 
service of the sort indicated in the balloon-shaped territory 
within a line starting and ending at Cape Charles, Va., em- 
bracing parts of Virginia, West Virginia, District of Columbia, 
Delaware, Pennsylvania and Maryland as far west as Win- 
chester, Va. Hancock, Md., and Columbia, Pa. 

The present applicants, the examiner said, were former 
employes who operated in the Baltimore zone but did not 
make applications for permits at the time fourteen other in- 
dividuals and former employes of the store company were 
granted permits by the Commission, division 5, in Keystone 
Transportation Co. Contract Carrier Application, 19 M. C. C. 
475. 

The applications covered by this report are: MC 101689, 
Edward M. Kreller; MC 101690, Philip E. Smith; MC 101691, 
Leroy William Caswell; MC 101692, Joseph Paul Hatfield; 
MC 101694, Isaac Henry Welsh; MC 101695, Norman Ray 
Duvall; MC 101696, Lloyd J. Arnett; MC 101697, Royce H. 
Corkran; MC 101698, Raymond H. Lyeth; MC 101699, John H. 
Schuessler; MC 101700, Walter D. Butler; MC 101701, Nicholas 
J. Redmond; MC 101702, Earl H. Hoffman; MC 101703, Charles 
H. Appell. 

Rail carriers in official territory intervened, said the ex- 
aminer, and protests against the grant of the applications 
were made by motor associations and individual motor car- 
riers but no evidence was introduced in behalf of the prot- 
estants. Frances V. Kretsinger, doing business as Kay Motor 
Lines, a contract carrier of sugar, the report said, opposed 
grant of permits with respect to sugar from Baltimore to 
Washington and to Alexandria, Quantico and Rosslyn, Va. 

Noting that the demand for service was made by only one 
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shipper, the examiner observed that by self-imposed restric- 
tions the applicants would limit their service so that they 
would be forced out of business for want of this or another 
shipper to employ them. They would not be available to other 
shippers by reason of the self-imposed limits until they “are 
cast off by the shipper who now stands ready to employ them. 

The conditions precedent to service as listed by the ex- 
aminer are: 


That (a) it will be conducted in point of time exclusively for that 
shipper; (b) the proprietor shall be an individual who owns and drives 
but one unit of equipment in the conduct of the business; (c) no addi- 
tional equipment shall be operated; (d) the proprietor or owner-driver 
shall be a former employe of that shipper, or in case of necessity shall 
employ a driver at his expense selected by that shipper or employed 
by him. 


There is no evidence that the shipper desires a different 
service, or that any other service would be instituted by ap- 
plicants, says the report. 


Split Delivery Contract Charge 


A finding of unlawfulness as to proposal of the Hinton 
Motor Service, Inc., of Quincy, Ill., a motor contract carrier, 
to establish a rule providing for split deliveries of truckload 
shipments of specified commodities at destinations in Colo- 
rado, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Missouri, Nebraska, and 
Ohio, is made by Examiner F. D. Binkley in a proposed report 
in I. and S. M-1675, split delivery charge—Hinton Motor 
Service, Inc., served Nov. 22. 

According to the report, the respondent or its predeces- 
sor for several years have been making split deliveries at St. 
Louis of straight and mixed truckloads of paper products, 
minimum 18,000 pounds, from Quincy, Ill., at an additional 
charge of 3 cents, without any limitation as to the number of 
such deliveries. Respondent proposed to cancel the tariff pro- 
vision under which those deliveries at St. Louis had been made 
and to extend the practice of making split deliveries to other 
points, under the following rule: 


On truck load shipments consigned to more than one consignee lo- 
cated within the corporate limits of one station, in addition to the ap- 
plicable truck load rate to such station a charge of 3 cents per 100 
pounds will be added for the privilege of split deliveries. Not more 
than three stops, exclusive of final delivery, will be permitted. 


The report pointed out that respondent’s schedule of 
minimum rates or charges, in which the proposed rule was 
published, named rates on varying minima, less than 20,000 
pounds. It said there was no evidence to indicate that split 
deliveries would be made of shipments of any commodities 
except paper products. The examiner, in dealing with cost 
figures, said respondent’s computations of cost indicated that 
on split deliveries in quantities under 2,000 pounds, the addi- 
tional revenue received at the 3-cent charge was less than its 
labor cost. In order that consignees of such small shipments 
pay an adequate charge for the service performed, he said, it 
appeared that a minimum charge a stop of about $1 should be 
imposed, in addition to the 3-cent charge. He said this ap- 
peared reasonable profit provided the truckload shipment 
weighed 16,000 pounds or more. The examiner proposed can- 
celation of the schedules, filed to become effective June 20, 
1941, and suspended until Jan. 20, 1942, on protest of the Cen- 
tral States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., and discontinuance of 
the proceeding without prejudice to the filing of new schedules 
in conformity with views expressed by him in this report. 


Truck Lines and Common Control 


Examiner R. J. Burns has made four recommended find- 
ings in a proposed report, served November 22, in MC 44876, 
Pete H. Vernand, dba Vernand Trucking Co., of Los An- 
geles, Calif.. determination of status, embracing MC 39156, 
Pete H. Vernand and H. L. Norton, dba West Coast Drayage 
Co., Los Angeles, determination of status, and MC 39206, 
Same, common carrier application. 

The status determination question with respect to the au- 
thorized operations of Vernand Trucking Co. as a contract 
carrier and of West Coast Drayage Co. as a common carrier 
arose because Vernand owned 50 per cent of the latter com- 
pany. The examiner cited the provision of section 210 of the 
act stipulating that, unless the Commission should find such 
holding of both contract and common carrier authority to be 
consistent with the public interest, “no persons, or any per- 
son controlling, controlled by, or under common control with 
such person, shall hold a certificate as a common carrier. . . 
if such person, or any such controlling person, controlled per- 
son, or person under common control, holds a permit as a con- 
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tract carrier authorizing operation for the transportation 9 
property by motor vehicle over the same route or within the 
same territory.” 

The examiner found: (1) that the applicants in MC 392% 
had failed to establish the right to a certificate or permit, yp. 
der the grandfather clauses, as to transportation of genera) 
commodities, between Huntington Park, Vernon, Maywooj 
South Gate, Bell and certain unincorporated territories in Lo; 
Angeles county, Calif., adjacent thereto, over irregular routes. 
(2) that operations under MC 44876 and MC 39156 were cop. 
ducted under common control within the meaning of section 
210; (3) that the portion of the authority granted in \c 
44876 pertaining to contract carriage of flour and bakers’ gyp. 
plies from Los Angeles Harbor and Long Beach to Los Angele; 
and of flour sacks in the reverse direction should be vacateg 
and set aside for failure to satisfy the requirements of section 
210, since Drayage had common carrier authority for sych 
transportation between the points designated, since the pos. 
sibility of competition and of preferences and discriminations 
was evident, and since both carriers had expressed willingness 
to surrender that part of Vernand’s authority which was repug. 
nant to the act; and (4) that the remainder of the contract 
carrier operations under MC 44876 and the common carrier op- 
erations under MC 39156 were either without the purview of. 
or satisfied, the requirements of section 210. Exceptions, jf 
any, to the proposed report may be filed within 25 days from 
the date of service. 


Motor Minimum Charge Rule 


A proposal of the Eastern-Central Motor Carriers Asso- 
ciation to establish for account of the Brady Transfer & 
Storage Co., Cooper-Jarrett, Inc., Erie Freight Lines, Inc, 
Mid-States Freight Lines, Inc., Midwest Freight Forwarding 
Co., Monark Motor Freight System, Inc., and Spector Motor 
Service, Inc., a rule providing for minimum charges on less- 
truckload shipments between seven eastern cities and six 
points in central territory, has been found unlawful by Ex- 
aminer Mack Myers in a proposed report, served Nov. 27, in 
I. and S. M-1706, minimum charge rule in eastern and central 
territcries. 


The rule, filed to become effective July 7, 1941, was sus- 
pended until Feb. 7, 1942, on protest of the Eastern-Central 
Motor Carriers Association. It was opposed at the hearing by 
several motor carriers, including the association. 

Rates on the minimum charge basis were to apply between 
Baltimore, Md., Boston, Mass., Jersey City, Newark and 
Trenton, N. J., New York, N. Y., and Philadelphia, Pa., on the 
one hand, and Chicago, Iil., Indianapolis, Ind., Louisville, Ky., 
St. Louis, Mo., Cincinnati, and Cleveland, O., on the other. 
The proposed rule would not apply, however, on traffic from 
Boston to Louisville and Cincinnati, or in the reverse direction, 
and was subject to certain other restrictions of the individual 
respondents providing for non-application on traffic from and 
to, or between, certain of those points. 

The proposed rates were made to meet, in part, the 
report said, the rates published by rail lines and carloading 
companies whose minimum charge rules provided for rates 
lower than those of motor carriers. The principal reason ad- 
vanced for the charge, it said, was to avoid the loss of a large 
volume of heavy shipments to competing rail carriers and car 
forwarders. 

The examiner said the proposed rule would provide a means 
of solicitation of freight at rates lower than a uniform basis, 
and at rates which, on specific shipments, would not be com- 
pensatory although possibly profitable for the aggregate 
tonnage which might be obtained. No attempt, he said, had 
been made to defend the measure of the rates resulting from 
the application of the proposed rule. Moreover, he added, 
respondents had failed to explain the reasons for, or made any 
attempt to justify, the restrictions of the proposed rule on 
traffic between a few large cities. 


“In the absence of any justifiable reasons for restricting 
the proposed rules so as to apply to traffic between a few 
points only, the result will apparently be preferential and 
discriminatory,” says the examiner. “While benefiting the 
relatively few points of origin and destination served by pal- 
ticular carriers, the proposed rule would leave other points 
in the same territory on a higher basis. The natural tendency 
would be for other carriers to meet the situation and thereby 
spread the reduced basis, all to the detriment of the industry 
as a whole.” 


SHIP SPACE ALLOCATION CASE 
Examiner Charles B. Gray has recommended that the Com- 
mission dismiss the complaints in No. 28665, Leskawa Lumber 
Co. vs. American-Hawaiian Steamship Co., embracing Sub. No. 
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1, Same vs. Arrow Line (Sudden & Christenson), and Sub. 
No. 2, Same vs. Weyerhaeuser Steamship Co., with the pro- 
posed finding that the failure of the defendants to allocate 
steamship space to the complainant for transportation of 
jumber from north Pacific coast ports to Philadelphia, Pa., had 
not been shown to have been unduly prejudicial, preferential 
or otherwise in violation of part III of the act. The examiner 
recommended also that a motion of defendant Weyerhaeuser 
Steamship Co. to dismiss the complaint in No. 28666, Sub. No. 
9 on the ground that the Commission was without jurisdiction 
on cargo space matters after enactment of the ship priorities 
law, be denied. 

As to the complaints against the American-Hawaiian Steam- 
ship Co. and the Arrow Line, the examiner found that the com- 
plainant had been accorded equality of treatment with other 
applicants for space. He said there was no evidence that 
complainant’s requests were not granted in order that de- 
fendant Weyerhaeuser might thereby prefer any other shipper 
or shippers. This defendant, he observed, offered no service 
from Bradwood, Ore., where complainant’s lumber awaited 
ship space, from and after March 1, 1941, and while Weyer- 
haeuser did not transport complainant’s lumber, the record 
was not convincing that complainant was thereby prejudiced, 
he added. He said the Commission should find that emergency 
conditions in the intercoastal trade resulted in offerings of 
lumber cargoes in excess of Weyerhaeuser’s vessel capacity; 
that defendant was under no duty to serve Bradwood; that two 
carriers not defendants in these proceedings offered inter- 
coastal transportation service from Bradwood from whom 
complainant had demanded no space, and that Longview, Wash., 
was the only loading point complainant ever specified. 

Contentions of the Weyerhaeuser company that the com- 
plaint against it should be dismissed because vessel space and 
matters relating to movement of vessels in the intercoastal 
trade had been placed under the jurisdiction of the Maritime 
Commission’s emergency shipping division were cited by the 
examiner. He said the recommendations proposed were that 
no violations of law had been shown, that the complaint should 
be dismissed, and that, no orders for the future being required 
or proposed, there was no conflict of jurisdiction. 


Proposed Reports 


Iron and Steel Articles 


No. 28639, Stupp Brothers Bridge & Iron Co. vs. Alton 
et al. By Examiner L. J. P. Fichthorn. Dismissal proposed. 
Rates charged, iron and steel articles, shipped between Aug. 
15, 1937, and April 30, 1938, inclusive, Chicago and South Chi- 
cago, Ill., and Gary and Indiana Harbor, Ind., fabricated in 
transit at St. Louis, Mo., and the fabricated products shipped 
to Spring Hill, La., applicable. 


Truck Pickup and Delivery 


No. 28670, Boston Dry Goods Manufacturing Co. vs. Mer- 
chants & Miners Transportation Co. By Examiner Claude A. 
Rice. Failure of defendant to pay complainant a pickup and 
delivery allowance of 5 cents a hundred pounds for services 
performed in trucking its less-carload shipments between de- 
fendant’s port terminal at Boston, Mass., and complainant’s 
place of business in Boston, during period May 23, 1939, to 
October, 1940, proposed to be found unreasonable but not 
shown to be otherwise unlawful. Reparation proposed. The 
examiner said the evidence disclosed considerable disregard, or 
waiver, by defendant of its procedural requirement that claims 
for the 5-cent allowance be presented within 60 days from 
the date the service was performed and that in as much as this 
requirement had not been rigidly applied, the Commission 
Should find that it was unreasonable to deny complainant an 
allowance solely on that ground. Allowances on shipments 
handled prior to May 23, 1939, he said, were barred by the 
Statute of limitations. 


Commodity Rates 


I. and S. M-1549, miscellaneous freight to and from Kansas 
and Missouri. By Examiner P. H. Dawson. Proposed propor- 
tional commodity rate of 20 cents on less-truckload freight, 
all kinds, with exceptions, Atchison, Kan., to Kansas City, 
Mo., and proposed any-quantity commodity rate of 18 cents 
on boxes, fibreboard, pulpboard, or strawboard, K. D., and 
fibreboard, sheet or roll, between Kansas City and Lawrence, 
Kan., unlawful. Schedules filed to become effective April 
14, suspended until Nov. 14, and thereafter indefinitely post- 
poned, proposed to be ordered canceled and proceeding dis- 
Continued. The rates were opposed by the Mid-Western Motor 
Freight Tariff Bureau, Inc. They were proposed by several 
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motor common carriers, the Santa Fe Trail Transportation 
Co., supporting the schedules. The report said there was no 
evidence of record as to the compensatory character of the 
rates. 

Shoddy Lining 


I. and S. M-1461, shoddy lining, between southern Missouri 
and southwest. By Examiner P. H. Dawson. Proposal of motor 
common carriers to establish in schedules filed to become 
effective Feb. 8, suspended until Sept. 8 on protest of south- 
western rail carriers, and thereafter indefinitely postponed, an 
exceptions rating of 35 per cent, minimum 24,000 pounds, in 
lieu of present classification rating of 55 per cent of first 
class, minimum 15,000 pounds, on shoddy lining, in the orig- 
inal piece, points in southern Missouri to points in Arkansas, 
Louisiana, New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Texas, unlawful. Sus- 
pended schedules proposed to be ordered canceled and pro- 
ceeding discontinued. 


Canned Goods and Rice 


I. and S. M-1584, G. S. Fraps, canned goods and rice to and 
from Arkansas and Missouri. By Examiner George A. Dahan. 
Proposal of G. S. Fraps, Jr., of Jonesboro, Ark., a motor 
common carrier, to establish reduced commodity rates on 
canned and preserved foodstuffs, from Louisville, Ky., truck- 
loads, minimum 20,000 pounds, and from designated points in 
Illinois and Indiana, truckloads, minimum 18,000 pounds, to 
Joplin, Mo., and on rice and rice products from designated 
points in Arkansas to Kenosha, Milwaukee and Racine, Wis., 
truckloads, minimum 20,000 pounds, proposed to be found 
unlawful and ordered canceled. Discontinuance of proceeding 
as to these rates recommended. Proposal of the same carrier 
to establish new truckload commodity rates, minimum 20,000 
pounds, on canned or preserved foodstuffs, from Center Point, 
Ia., to specified points in Arkansas, and on rice and rice prod- 
ucts from specified Arkansas points to Ft. Custer, Mich., and 
Janesville, Wis., proposed to be found unlawful; order cancel- 
ing schedules, filed to become effective May 7, 1941, and sus- 
pended on protest of Potashnick Local Truck System, Inc., and 
Mid-Western Motor Freight Tariff Bureau, Inc., until Decem- 
ber 7, discontinuance of proceeding, without prejudice to fil- 
ing of new schedules conforming to examiner’s proposed find- 
ings, recommended. The report said that from Louisville, 
Ky., and certain Illinois and Indiana points to Joplin the 
proposed rates on canned or preserved foodstuffs ranged from 
30 to 55 cents a hundred pounds and were in each instance 
5 cents lower than respondent’s present rates. On rice and rice 
products the proposed rates to Fort Custer were 45 cents from 
Harrisburg and Jonesboro, Ark., and 50 cents from Carlisle, 
DeWitt 4nd Stuttgart, Ark., and to Janesville, Kenosha, Mil- 
waukee and Racine they were 40 cents from Harrisburg and 
Jonesboro and 45 cents from Carlisle, DeWitt and Stuttgart, 
said the examiner. As to the respondent’s tariff provisions 
including four pickups at origin and four deliveries at destina- 
tion without additional charge and his contention that four 
pickups and four deliveries incurred no greater expense than 
one pickup and one delivery, the examiner said the latter asser- 
tion could not be accepted. The new rates with application 
to only one pickup and one delivery and with no application 
in connection with any intermediate en route provision would 
not appear to be unreasonably low or otherwise unlawful, 
he added. 


Canned Goods from Pennsylvania 


I. and S. M-1677, canned goods, Pennsylvania points to 
Washington, D. C., and Maryland points. By Examiner A. S. 
Parker. Proposal of O. A. Miller, dba Miller’s Motor Freight 
Service, of York, Pa., to establish rates of 10 cents a hundred 
pounds, minimum 20,000 pounds, on canned goods from 31 
points in Pennsylvania to Baltimore, Md., and points taking 
the same rates, and 13 cents to Washington, D. C., proposed 
to be found unlawful. Order cancelling schedules, filed to be- 
come effective June 20, 1941, and suspended on protest of 
Middle Atlantic States Motor Conference, Inc., until January 
20, the discontinuance of proceeding without prejudice to the 
filing of other schedules in conformity with findings in the 
report, recommended. The examiner said the finding was with- 
out prejudice to the filing by respondent of rates no lower 
than those of his competitors, as set forth in an appendix to 
the report (not herein reproduced), and that the rates so 
authorized should be published, filed and maintained only 
until such time as the Commission’s order in Trunk Line Ter- 
ritory Motor Carrier Rates, 24 M. C. C. 501, in respect of 
minimum rates on canned goods therein prescribed, became 
effective. The appendix to the report showed that the lowest 
rates of competitors were 15 cents to Baltimore and 18 cents 
to Washington, from the designated Pennsylvania points. 













Motor Proposed Reports 


(Recommended orders in proposed motor reports, at expiration 
of 20 days from date of service of reports (unless otherwise stated), 
become effective unless exceptions have been filed within the 20-day 
period or exceptions have been seasonably filed by other parties, or 
the order has been stayed or postponed by the Commission. State 
in which applicant has home office is shown in “black face’”’ type, 
with name of town or city following.) 


Ontario (Emo, Canada)—-MC 102987, Leonard Loveday, 
common carrier application. Joint board 248. Served Nov. 22. 
Certificate proposed. Pulpwood, from the international bound- 
ary between the U. S. and Canada, through the port of entry 
at International Falls, to International Falls. Hearing on re- 
quest. Thirty days for exceptions. 

New York (Asbury Park)—-MC 101159, D. & R. Trans- 
portation Co., Inc., common carrier application. Examiner 
Herbert P. Haley. Served Nov. 22. Denial of certificate pro- 
posed. General commodities between New York, N. Y., and 
Atlantic City, N. J. 

New York (Jamaica, Long Island)—-MC 93933, Joseph 
Pupino, Alphonse Pupino and Anthony Pupino, common carrier 
application. Examiner Walter W. Bryan. Served Nov. 22. 
Certificate proposed on further hearing. Horses (other than 
ordinary live stock) and equipment and paraphernalia incidental 
to the care, transportation, and exhibition of such horses, be- 
tween points in Conn., Del., Md., Mass., N. H., N. J., N. Y., 
R. I., and Va. 

New York (Cottekill)—-MC 92562, Sub. 1, James C. Styles 
and Benjamin L. Styles, dba Styles Express, extension—house- 
hold goods. Joint board 320. Served Nov. 22. Certificate 
proposed on further proceedings. Household goods between 
Cottekill, N. Y., and points west of the Hudson River within 
25 miles of Cottekill, on the one hand, and points in Conn., 
N. Y., and Pa., on the other. Hearing on request. Thirty days 
for exceptions. 

New York (New York)—MC 88471, Sub. 1, Gradiny Delivery 
Service, Inc., extension—Boston, Mass. Examiner David R. 
White. Served Nov. 22. Permit proposed. Frozen eggs, in 
barrels and cans, in liquid form, and fresh eggs in cases, Jersey 
City, to Boston Mass., and empty containers on return. Hear- 
ing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

IMinois (Chicago)—-MC 82104, Aztec Freight Lines, Inc., 
common carrier application. Examiner Reece Harrison. Served 
Nov. 22. Denial of certificate proposed under the grandfather 
clause. General commodities between points in Wis., Ill., Ind., 
O., Mich., and Pa. 





California (San Francisco)—-MC 78786, Sub. 58, Pacific 
Motor Trucking Co., extension—Ventura. Examiner R. J. 
Burns. Served Nov. 22. Certificate recommended, subject to 


conditions. General commodities, in coordinated motor-rail 
service, between Ojai, Ventura, Oxnard, and Santa Paula, Calif. 
One of the conditions is that the service to be performed shall 
be limited to service which is auxiliary or supplemental to rail 
service of the Southern Pacific Co., of which applicant is a 
wholly-owned subsidiary. Twenty-five days for exceptions. 

Tennessee (Nashville)—-MC 78632, Sub. 15, Hoover Motor 
Express Co., Inc., extension—Union City, Tenn.-Clinton, Ky. 
Joint board 25. Served Nov. 22. Certificate recommended. 
General commodities, with exceptions, between Union City, 
Tenn., and Clinton, Ky. 

Wisconsin (Eau Claire)—-MC 70426, Sub. 5, Walter H. 
Schumacher, dba Schumacher Motor Express, extension—Twin 
City ordnance plant. Joint board 145. Served Nov. 22. Certifi- 
cate proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, between 
Minneapolis and St. Paul, Minn., on the one hand, and the Twin 
City ordnance plant in Mounds View township, Ramsey county, 
Minn., on the other. Hearing on request. Thirty days for 
exceptions. 

New York (Nyack)—MC 64930, Sub. 2, Clement De Simone, 
dba Rockland Express, extension—special commodities. Ex- 
aminer Henry A. Cockrum. Served Nov. 22. Certificate rec- 
ommended. Specified commodities between points in N. Y., on 
the one hand, and points in N. J., on the other. Hearing on 
request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

New Mexico (Albuquerque)—-MC 61990, Sub. 5, R. G. 
Spitzer, dba Rio Grande Trunk Lines, extension—ore in bulk. 
Joint board 33. Served Nov. 22. Certificate recommended. 
Ore in bulk, Hot Springs, N. M., to El Paso, Tex. Hearing on 
request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Pennsylvania (Muncy)—MC 29633, Sub. 1, John Elwood 
Dunlap and John Lovell, extension—sheet steel and scrap metal. 
Examiner Walter W. Bryan. Served Nov. 22. Certificate rec- 
ommended. Sheet steel and scrap metal, between Hughesville, 
Shavertown, Pa., and Youngstown, and Cleveland, O., and points 
within 10 miles thereof and new furniture, skeleton crated, 


TRAFFIC WORLD 








from Hughesville to points in N. Y., N. J., Md., and Wash. 
ington, D. C. 
Texas (Houston)—MC 2226, Sub. 14, Red Arrow Freight 


Lines, Inc., extension—Texas highway 96. Joint board 77. 
Served Nov. 22. Certificate recommended. General commodi. 
ties, with exceptions, between Robstown and Sinton, Tex., be. 
tween Raymondville and Riviera, Tex., and from Harlingen, 
Tex., to Raymondville, Tex. Hearing on request. Thirty days 
for exceptions. 

Arkansas (Rector)—MC 426, Sub. 2, G. M. Bradsher, ex. 
tension—E. St. Louis. Joint board 243. Served Nov. 29 
Certificate proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, 
between points in Ill., Mo., and Ark., and live stock, Paragould 
Ark., to E. St. Louis, Ill. Hearing on request. Thirty days for 
exceptions. 

Arkansas (Fort Smith)—-MC 29910 Arkansas Motor Freight 
Lines, Inc., common carrier application. Examiner Virgil J. 
Livingstone. Served Nov. 22. Certificate proposed. Continued 
operation, general commodities, with exceptions, between Fort 
Smith, Ark., and St. Louis, Mo., and between Fort Smith and 
Kansas City Mo.; also general commodities, with exceptions, 
for service to and from specified intermediate points between 
Fort Smith and Kansas City. 

Pennsylvania (New Castle)—-MC 11710, P. W. Keely, dba 
Valley Motor Freight, common carrier application, embracing 
Sub. 1, Same, extension—Pennsylvania, Ohio. Examiner Mack 
Myers. Served Nov. 22. Certificate proposed. Continued oper- 
ation in MC 11710, general commodities, with exceptions, be- 
tween points in Pa., and O. The examiner proposed denial of 
the application in the subnumbered case on finding public con- 
venience and necessity not to require operation as a common 
carrier of general commodities between points in Pa., and 0, 

New York (Red Hook)—-MC 10597, Sub. 4, Theodore Van 
Dyke, extension—points in Pa., and N. Y. Examiner Herbert 
P. Haley. Served Nov. 22. Certificate proposed. Anthracite 
coal, Scranton, Pa., and points in Pa., within 30 miles thereof, 
to points in the townships of Pine Plains and Red Hook, 
Dutchess county, N. Y., and in the townships of Elizaville, 
Columbia county, N. Y. 

New York (New York)—MC 66562, Sub. 274, Railway Ex- 
press Agency, Inc., extension—Vincennes, Ind. Joint board 
160. Served Nov. 24. Certificate proposed, subject to the 
condition that the service to be performed shall be limited to 
that which is auxiliary or supplemental to railway express 
service. General commodities, moving in express service, from 
and to points on U. S. highway 50 between Vincennes, Ind., 
and St. Louis, Mo., and to Caseyville, Ill. 

New Mexico (Tucumcari)—-MC 102989, H. R. Priddy, com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 87. Served Nov. 28. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Passengers and their baggage, and express, 
mail and newspapers in the same vehicle with passengers, be- 
tween Tucumcari, N. M., and Las Vegas, N. M. Hearing on 
request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Pennsylvania (Carlisle)—-MC 102883, W. H. Garland, ex- 
tension—sugar. Joint board 74. Served Nov. 26. Denial of 
certificate proposed. Sugar, in containers, Baltimore, Md., to 
points in Pa. 

Texas (El Paso)—-MC 102506, Edward Percy Sanderson, 
dba Country Club Bus Line, common carrier application. 
Joint board 33. Served Nov. 26. Certificate recommended. 
Passengers between El Paso and points in El Paso county, Tex. 

Pennsylvania (Hazleton)—-MC 102039, John B. Gould and 
Joseph Tamea, dba Gould and Tamea, contract carrier applica- 
tion. Examiner A. J. Ormond. Served Nov. 26. Permit pro- 
posed. Coal, Hazleton, Pa., and points within 15 miles thereof, 
to Matawan, N. J. 

New York (East Syracuse)—MC 96434, John B. Tobin, dba 
Tobin Trucking Co., common carrier application. Examiner 
Roy R. Waterbury. Served Nov. 26. Certificate recomnfnded. 
Coal and coke, Syracuse to points in Onodaga, Cayuga, Madison, 
and Oswego counties, N. Y. Hearing on request. Thirty days 
for exceptions. 

Indiana (Columbus)—MC 96187, Arthur Givens, dba Colum- 
bus Terminal, common carrier application. Joint board 72. 
Served Nov. 26. Denial of certificate proposed on finding 
applicant’s operations as a common carrier of general commodities 
at Columbus to be those for which authority from the Com- 
mission is not required. Applicant performs collection and 
delivery service for line-haul motor carriers within the tel- 
minal areas of those carriers at Columbus. Such operations, 
the joint board said, were exempt from the certificate require 
ments of the act. Hearing on request. Thirty days for excep- 
tions. 

Missouri (Kansas City)—-MC 95946, Sub. 4, Roy Murray 
and V. D. Cleage, co-partners, dba Steel Transportation Co. 
extension—Houston, Tex. Examiner James C. Cheseldine. 
Served Nov. 26. Permit recommended. Steel articles and such 
materials as are used or useful on highway construction 
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projects, except cement, rock, sand, and gravel, Houston, Tex., 
and points within 5 miles thereof, to points in La., Ark., and 
Okla., within 400 miles of Houston, and return with refused, 
rejected and damaged articles. 

New York (Fishkili)—-MC 93496, Rodney V. Jackson, com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner William J. Cave. Served 
Nov. 26. Certificate proposed on further proceedings. General 
commodities, with exceptions, between Poughkeepsie and 
Brewster, N. Y. Hearing on request. Thirty days for excep- 
tions. 

Minnesota (Conger)—MC 92493, Sub. 3, F. M. Sprenger, 
dba Conger Trucking Service, extension—rafters. Joint board 
146. Served Nov. 26. Denial of certificate proposed. Laminated 
wooden rafters, Albert Lea, Minn., to points in Ia. 

New York (Buffalo)—MC 91370, August W. Kempff, 
August C. Kempff, and Fred V. Utter, dba August W. Kempff, 
common carrier application. Examiner Samuel C. Shoup. 
Served Nov. 26. Certificate recommended. General commodities 
in the performance of collection and delivery service at Buffalo, 
N. Y. Hearing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

New Jersey (Newark)—MC 88845, Parcel Delivery Service, 
Inc, contract carrier application, embracing MC 88808, MC 
98808, Sub. 1, MC 88808, Sub. 2, and MC 101536, of the same 
tile. Examiner Herbert P. Haley. Served Nov. 26. Permit 
recommended. Packages and parcels of merchandise not ex- 
ceeding 36 inches in length, width, or breadth, or 100 pounds 
in weight, by motorcycle traffic cars, between points in N. J., 
on the one hand, and points in Westchester and Nassau coun- 
ties, N. Y., and New York, N. Y., on the other. 

lowa (Woodbine)—MC 86988, Joe F. Hickey, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 138. Served Nov. 26. Amended 
certificate proposed on further proceedings. Live stock, Wood- 
bine, Ia., and points within 15 miles thereof, to Omaha, Neb., 
and coal, lumber, hay, straw, feed, feeder stock, brick and tile, 
on return to Woodbine, and points within 15 miles thereof. 
Hearing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Minnesota (Minneapolis)—-MC 63778, Sub. 4, Ralph Hem- 
pel, dba Ralph’s Transfer Line, extension—Twin City ordnance 
plant. Joint board 145. Served Nov. 26. Certificate recom- 
mended. General commodities, between Minneapolis and St. 
Paul, Minn., on the one hand, and the Twin City ordnance plant, 
in Mounds View township, Ramsey county, Minn., on the other. 
Hearing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Tennessee (Nashville)—-MC 61265, Sub. 5, Southeastern 
Motor Truck Lines, Inc., extension—alternate route and off- 
route points. Joint board 25. Served Nov. 26. Certificate 
recommended. General commodities, with exceptions, serving 
the sites of the U. S. Government shell loading plant and 
arsenal near Medina, Tenn., as off-route points in connection 
with applicant’s presently authorized regular route operations, 
and between Hopkinsville, Ky., and Nashville, Tenn., over 
U. S. highway 41-W, as an alternate route, serving no inier- 
mediate points. 

Oregon (Portland)—-MC 42487, Sub. 45, Consolidated 
Freightways, Inc., extension—Twin City ordnance plant. Joint 
board 145. Served Nov. 26. Certificate recommended. General 
commodities, with exceptions, between Minneapolis and St. 
Paul, Minn., on the one hand, and the site of the Twin City 
ordnance plant in Mounds View township, Ramsey county, 
Minn., on the other. Hearing on request. Thirty days for 
exceptions. 

Kansas (Kansas City)—-MC 41139, R. D. Partridge, con- 
tract carrier application. Examiner P. H. Dawson. Served 
Nov. 26. Permit proposed. Continuance of operation, beer, St. 
Louis, Mo., te Great Bend and Hutchinson, Kan., and empty 
beer containers in the reverse direction; eggs, Hutchinson to 
Kansas City, Mo.; seed, St. Louis to Hutchinson; salt, Hutchin- 
son to St. Louis; and paper and paper products, St. Joseph, Mo., 
to Hutchinson. 

Washington (Spokane)—MC 39919, Sub. 1, Riverside Ware- 
iouse, Inc., common carrier application. Joint board 80. Served 
Nov. 26. Certificate recommended. General commodities, with 
exceptions, between Spokane, Wash., on the one hand, and the 
site of Geiger Field, located approximately 2%4 miles south- 
West of Spokane, on the other. Hearing on request. Thirty 
days for exceptions. 

Kentucky (Lexington)—-MC 32783, Sub. 12, Southeastern 
Greyhound Lines, a common carrier application. Joint board 

Served Nov. 26. Certificate proposed. Continuance of 
operation, passengers and their baggage, and express, mail and 
n€wspapers in the same vehicle with passengers between speci- 
fied points in Tenn., Ga., and Fla. 

_Minnesota (St. Paul)—-MC 28573, Sub. 3, Great Northern 
Railway Co., extension—Neihart, Mont. Joint board 82. Served 
Nov, 26. Certificate proposed, subject to conditions, one of 
which that the service be limited to that which is auxiliary or 
Supplemental to applicant’s rail service. General commodities, 
With exceptions, in coordinated motor-rail service, between 
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Armington and Neihart, Mont., serving the intermediate points 
of Riceville, and Monarch, Mont., and the off-route point of 
Hughesville, Mont. Hearing on request. Thirty days for ex- 
ceptions. 

Massachusetts (Middleborough)—MC 26828, Sub. 1, Charles 
W. Angers, dba Angers Transportation Co., extension—nails 
to Connecticut and New Jersey points. Examiner A. J. Ormond. 
Served Nov. 26. Denial of certificate proposed. Nails, Bridge- 
water, Mass., to Stratford and Bridgeport, Conn., Millington, 
Bound Brook, East Rutherford and Manville, N. J. 

New York (Queens Village)—-MC 18164, Sub. 1, Walter E. 
Cottier, dba John H. Cottier & Son, extension—horses. Ex- 
aminer Samuel M. Badian. Served Nov. 26. Amended certifi- 
cate proposed. Horses, other than ordinary live stock and 
equipment and paraphernalia incidental to the transportation 
and display of such horses between points in New York, on 
the one hand, and points in Me., N. H., Conn., Mass., R. L., 
N. Y., N. J., Pa., Del., Md., D. C., Va., and S. C., on the other, 
traversing North Carolina for operating convenience only. 
Hearing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Alabama (Montgomery)—MC 2908, Sub. 4, Capital Motor 
Lines, common carrier application, extension — Florala-An- 
dalusia. Joint board 100. Served Nov. 26. Certificate recom- 
mended. Passengers and their baggage, and express, mail and 
newspapers in the same vehicle with passengers, between 
Florala, Ala., and Andalusia, Ala., over Alabama highway 55. 
Hearing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Alabama (Montgomery)—MC 2908, Sub. 3, Capital Motor 
Lines, common carrier application, extension—Decatur-Hunts- 
ville. Joint board 100. Served Nov. 26. Certificate recom- 
mended. Passengers and their baggage, and express, mail and 
newspapers in the same vehicle with passengers, between De- 
catur, Ala., and Huntsville, Ala., over Alabama highway 20. 
Hearing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Texas (Waco)—MC 2322, Sub. 3, Johnson Transport Co., 
Inc., extension—Gatesville and Comanche, Tex. Joint board 
77. Served Nov. 26. Certificate proposed. General com- 
modities, with exceptions, between Gatesville, Tex., and Co- 
manche, Tex., over Texas highway 36, with service at all inter- 
mediate points and at the off-route points within one mile of 
said route. Hearing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Pennsylvania (York)—MC 102616, Coastal Tank Lines, Inc., 
extension—Pittsburgh. Examiner Frank Hand. Served Nov. 
27. Certificate proposed. Petroleum products in tank trucks 
between specified points in Pa., W. Va., Md., and O. 

Texas (San Antonio)—-MC 102098, F. E. Mallow and O. E. 
Lancaster, Jr., co-partners, dba M. & L. Transport Co., contract 
carrier application. Examiner James C. Cheseldine. Served 
Nov. 27. Dismissal proposed at request of applicants. Auto- 
mobiles, trucks, and chassis, Detroit, Mich., and South Bend, 
Ind., to points in Tex. 

Pennsylvania (Millerstown)—-MC 96360, H. F. Campbell 
and H. B. Campbell, dba H. F. Campbell and Son, common 
carrier application. Examiner Wallace Schubert. Served Nov. 
27. Denial proposed. Coal, Pottsville, Pa., and points within 
25 miles thereof, to Lyons and Madison, N. J. 

New York (Elmont, Long Island)—-MC 88653, Edna May 
Ebert, common carrier application. Examiner Walter W. Bryan. 
Served Nov. 27. Certificate proposed on further hearing. Horses 
(other than ordinary live stock) and equipment and parapher- 
nalia incidental to the care, transportation and exhibition of 
such horses. between points in Conn., Del., Md., Mass., N. H., 
Nids No Y, Rot, Sec, Va. W. Va, and Pa: 


Washington (Goldendale)—-MC 72227, Sub. 2, D. M. Lay- 
man, Montana extension. Examiner G. P. Werner. Served 
Nov. 27. Certificate recommended. Specified commodities be- 
tween points in Klickitat county, Wash., on the one hand, and 
points in Calif., Ida., Mont., and Ore., on the other. Twenty-five 
days for exceptions. 

Ohio (Oxford)—-MC 62329, Thomas L. King, dba T. L. 
King’s Transfer, common carrier application. Joint board 208. 
Served Nov. 27. Certificate recommended. Continuance of 
operation, general commodities, with exceptions, between points 
in O., Ky., and Ind. 

Pennsylvania (York)—-MC 40200, Sub. 1, G. O. Deardorff, 
dba Reliable Transfer of York, extension—Winchester, Va. Ex- 
aminer Wallace Schubert. Served Nov. 27. Denial of certifi- 
cate for want of prosecution proposed. General commodities, 
with exceptions, between points in Pa., Md., N. Y., Va., W. Va., 
and D. C. 

Alabama (Dothan)—MC 34712, Sub. 1, J. L. Dean, exten- 
sion—Atlanta, Ga. Joint board 99. Served Nov. 27. Denial of 
certificate proposed. General commodities between Atlanta, Ga., 
and Panama City, Fla. 

Pennsylvania (Mifflintown)—-MC 29490, Sub. 1, William S. 
Clark, extension—New York. Examiner Wallace Schubert. 
Served Nov. 27. Denial of certificate proposed. General com- 
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modities, with exceptions, between points in Pa., on the one 
hand, and points in Pa., Del., Md., N. J., N. Y., O., Va., W. Va., 
and D. C., on the other. 

Ohio (Warren)—MC 29104, Harold W. Barnes, common car- 
rier application. Examiner Allan F. Burroughs. Served Nov. 
27. Denial of certificate proposed under the grandfather clause. 
Steel and steel products between Warren, O., and points in Pa. 

Pennsylvania (Washington)—-MC 25554, Herman Gladden 
and M. R. Sample, dba Gladden Trucking Co., common carrier 
application, embracing MC 51173, Same, common carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner Mack Myers. 
certificate or permit proposed under the grandfather clauses. 
General commodities between Washington, Pa., and points in 
Pa., Ill., Ind., Md., Mich., N. J., N. Y., O., and W. Va. 

California (Los Angeles)—-MC 13265, Henry Vernon Averitt, 
dba L. & L. Fast Freight, common carrier application. Joint 
board 167. Served Nov. 27. Denial for want of prosecution 
proposed. General commodities between Anthony, N. M., and 
Picacho, Ariz., on the one hand, and Los Angeles, Calif., on the 
other. Twenty-five days for exceptions. 

Iinois (Chicago)—-MC 3575, Sub. 3, Bernd Trux, Inc., ex- 
tension—Lykens, Volga, and Star Prairie, Wis. Joint board 96. 
Served Nov. 27. Certificate recommended. Dairy products, 
eggs, and dressed poultry between junction U. S. highway 8 and 
Wisconsin highway K and Lykens, Wis., over Wisconsin county 
highway K, and between junction Wisconsin highway 46 and 
Wisconsin county highway H and junction Wisconsin highway 
H and U. S. highway 8, over Wisconsin county highway H, serv- 
ing the intermediate point of Volga, Wis. 

New York (Jeffersonville)—-MC 878, F. H. Duttweiler, dba 
Jefferson Transfer, common carrier application. Examiner 
Samuel C. Shoup. Served Nov. 27. Certificate proposed on 
further hearing. Continuance of operation, general commodities, 
with exceptions, between points in N. Y., N. J., and Pa., coal, 
points in Lackawanna county, Pa., to points in Sullivan county, 
N. Y., and such merchandise as is dealt in by wholesale and 
retail food business houses, New York, N. Y., to points in Wayne 
county, Pa. 


BURLINGTON ABANDONMENT 


Examiner A. G. Nye in a proposed report in Finance No. 
13275, Chicago, Burlington & Quincy abandonment, has rec- 
ommended that the Commission, division 4, find that the pres- 
ent and future public convenience and necessity permit aban- 
donment by that road of a portiton of its branch line extend- 
ing from a point known as Baiotto Mine Spur to South Gif- 
ford, approximately 7.1 miles, in Adair and Macon counties, 
Mo. The examiner said the record showed that traffic over the 
line had been gradually diminishing since 1936. Limited use 
of the line, he said, was confined mainly to shipments of such 
commodities as could not be moved conveniently over the high- 
ways, although it was possible to do so. The short distances 
involved, he added, would entail a slight additional cost com- 
pared with the Josses incurred as a result of keeping the line 
in operation. The net salvage value of the recoverable prop- 
erty is reported to be $31,959. 


New Motor Merger 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Saying, among other things, that the proposed transaction 
would not result in undue restraint of competition, Examiner 
Vernon V. Baker, in MC F-1612 Associated Transport, Inc., 
control and consolidation, Arrow Carrier Corporation, et al., 
and MC F-1613, Associated Transport, Inc., issuance of securi- 
ties, has recommended that the Commission permit the con- 
solidation of eight motor carriers in the eastern part of the 
country proposed in these cases. 

He recommends the imposition of a few conditions, one be- 
ing that the holders of the preferred stock have greater voting 
power by assigning six votes for each share of such stock. He 
also says the consolidated company should add $1,500,000 for 
working capital so as to place it on a sounder financial basis. 

The Commission, on application, has authorized the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture and the National Grange to intervene in 
this case. The interventions were allowed on order of Com- 
missioner Porter to whom the applications were referred for 
action. 

“From the evidence adduced at the hearing in these cases 
before the Commission’s examiner it appears to the Secretary 
of Agriculture,” said that officer of the government, “that the 
consummation of the proposed merger would in substantial 
measure result in the elimination of motor carrier competition 
in the east, and result ultimately in the cartelization of eastern 
transportation. The elimination of competition in eastern 
transportation would adversely affect the interest of the pro- 
ducers and consumers of agricultural commodities.” 


Served Nov. 27. Denial of” 


TRAFFIC WORLD 


The Secretary of Agriculture asked the right to file ex. 
ception or reply, as the case might be, to the proposed report 
of the examiner and “to be heard in person or by counse] at 
the oral argument, if oral argument is granted.” 

The National Grange, in support of its petition of interven. 
tion said the proposed combination of these large motor car. 
riers, four of which were in direct competition with each other 
and the recapitalization and issuance of securities as proposed. 
directly or indirectly affected the interests of the petitioner and 
its members. The Grange said that approximately 300,000 of 
its members lived in the territory served by the lines proposed 
to be merged and that any change, disturbance, or increase jpn 
rates, rules, regulations or charges for transportation service 
in that territory was of vital concern to the petitioner and its 
members. 

NO HEARINGS IN MOTOR CASES 

The Commission has announced that “unless good cause 
therefor is shown,” no public hearings will be held in connec. 
tion with the following applications for purchase or lease of 
motor-vehicle operating rights: 

MC F-1690, Southern Pacific Transport Co., Houston, Tex,, 
purchase, R. A. Wright, dba Wright Motor Freight Line, Hous. 
ton; MC F-1694, Santa Fe Trails of Illinois, Inc., Wichita, Kan, 
purchase, Peoria-Rockford Bus Co., Rockford, Ill.; and MC 
F-1697, S. A. Markley, dba M & M Truck Co., Denver, Colo, 
lease, H. M. Melton, dba Melton Transport Co., Greeley, Colo, 

“Unless good cause therefor is shown,” the Commission 
also has announced, no public hearings will be held in con- 
nection with the following applications of motor carriers: 

MC F-1673, Roy Stone Transfer Corporation, Martinsville, 
Va., purchase, Pulaski Lines, Inc., Pulaski, Va.; MC F-16835, 
John A. Smith, Charleston, S. C., control, Highway Express 
Co.; purchase, Leon W. Strock and John A. Smith, dba S &§ 
Truck Line, Charleston; and MC F-1693, Rock Island Motor 
Transit Co., Chicago, Ill., purchase, Fred E. Rees, dba Whiting 
Motor Service, Roby, Ind. 

The Commission also has announced that unless good 
cause is shown, no public hearing will be held in connection 
with the application for stock ownership in MC F-1692, L. 
Worth Harris, Charlotte, N. C., control, Brock Motor Lines, 
Inc., of Charlotte. 





SIGNAL SYSTEMS 

The Pennsylvania; Nashville, Chattanooga & St. Louis; 
Delaware, Lackawanna & Western; Seaboard Air Line; Texas 
& Pacific; Kansas City Southern; Lehigh Valley; Grand Trunk 
Western; Southern; Missouri-Kansas-Texas of Texas; and 
Northern Pacific have filed applications with the Commission 
for approval of proposed modifications of signal systems or 
devices under section 25 (b) of the interstate commerce act. 
Any interested party desiring hearing should advise the Com- 
mission and applicant in writing within 20 days from Novem- 
ber 25. 

The Seaboard Air Line has filed applications with the Com- 
mission for approval of proposed modifications of rules, stand- 
ards and instructions prescribed by order of April 13, 1939, 
under section 25 (c) of the interstate commerce act. Any 
interested party desiring hearing should advise the Commission 
and applicant in writing within 20 days from November 25. 

The Chicago & Eastern Illinois has filed an application 
with the Commission for approval of proposed modifications of 
rules, standards and instructions prescribed by order of April 
13, 1939, under section 25 (c) of the interstate commerce act. 
Any interested party desiring hearing should advise the Com- 
mission and applicant in writing within 20 days from Novem- 
ber 26. 

The Baltimore & Ohio; Chesapeake & Ohio; Erie; Chicago 
& Eastern Illinois; Wheeling & Lake Erie; and Chicago Great 
Western have filed applications with the Commission for ap- 
proval of proposed modifications of signal systems or devices 
under section 25 (b) of the interstate commerce act. Any 
interested party desiring hearing should advise the Commission 
and applicant in writing within 20 days from November 27. 


TRANSPORTATION OF NEW AUTOMOBILES 


The Commission has denied the petition, dated October 21, 
1941, filed on behalf of the National Automobile Transporters 
Association, Inc., for subpoenas duces tecum requiring Edward 
G. Rice, of Detroit, Mich., president of the Complete Auto 
Transit, Inc., Jack O. Cooper, of Kansas City, Mo., president 
of the Jack Cooper Transport Co., and Clinton R. Scharf, gen- 
eral traffic manager, Chevrolet Division, General Motor Co., 
of Detroit, to produce certain records and documents at the 
hearing Dec. 2, at Detroit, in No. 28190, new automobiles 0 
interstate commerce (see Traffic World, Nov. 15, p. 1261). 
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Proportional Rates and Charges 


What was expected to be the last hearing in the Commis- 
sion-initiated investigation, No. 28496, proportional rates of 
common carriers and minimum charges of contract carriers, 
was held at Washington, Nov. 24, before Commissioner Pat- 
terson and Examiner Mattingly. A long line of witnesses 
appeared on the stand, much of the testimony being in the 
nature of supplement or answer to testimony given at other 
places throughout the country. 

The investigation, begun early in 1940, was regarded as an 
outgrowth of the so-called Chicago Heights proportionals case, 
which before the Commission was Chicago and Wisconsin 
points proportional rates, 10 M. C. C. 556 and 17 M. C. C. 73 
and before the Supreme Court of the United States, United 
States vs. Chicago Heights Trucking Co., et al, 310 U. S. 344. 
Prior hearings were held at Chicago, Ill., Altanta, Ga., Jack- 
sonville, Fla., New Orleans, La., Memphis, Tenn.. Cincinnati, 
0., Richmond, Va., Little Rock, Ark., Houston, Tex., Dallas, 
Tex., Hartford, Conn., Boston, Mass., Bangor, Me., Concord, 
N. H., Minneaoplis, Minn., Spokane, Wash., Seattle, Wash., 
Portland, Ore., Omaha, Neb., Kansas City, Mo., St. Louis, Mo., 
Fort Wayne, Ind., Detroit, Mich., Cleveland, O., Pittsburgh, 
Pa., Buffalo, N. Y., Albany, N. Y., Brooklyn, N. Y., and Phil- 
adelphia. Two hearings were held at a number of the cities 
herein enumerated. 

The investigation was into the lawfulness of “so-called” 
proportional rates of common carriers and the minimum 
charges of contract carriers applicable to traffic transported 
from named points and which had arrived at such points as 
part of shipments by rail, water or motor vehicle for move- 
ment beyond over the lines of the respondents in less-carloads, 
less-truckloads or truckload quantities; or on less-carload or 
less-truckload or truckload shipments of freight which moved 
to named points over respondents’ lines, for movement beyond 
as parts of shipments by rail, water or motor vehicle. 

The witnesses on Nov. 24 were J. E. Thompson, Louisville 
& Nashville; E. W. Heimert, Central Freight Association Lines; 
A. C. Low, Atlantic Coast Line; H. P. Thrasher, Norfolk & 
Western; H. S. Powell, Illinois Central; H. L. Hanes, Nash- 
ville, Chattanooga & St. Louis; H. M. Croghan, Central of 
Georgia; W. H. Carney, Intercoastal Steamship Lines; R. H. 
Sprecker, Luckenbach Line; J. A. Bailey, Chesapeake & Ohio 
and H. M. Slater, Central States Motor Freight Conference. 


Midwestern Motor Rates 


The Illinois Territory Industrial Traffic League and the 
Chicago Association of Commerce, in a brief mailed to the Com- 
mission November 27, in reopened Ex Parte MC-23, midwest- 
ern motor carrier rates, asks the Commission to deny the 
request of the Mid-Western Motor Freight Tariff Bureau for 
a minimum rate order covering rates in portions of Western 
Trunk Line Territory not included in its original order in the 
case (see Traffic World, January 18, 1941, p. 137). The gen- 
eral argument of the brief is that the conditions existing at 
the time of the original hearings, on which the Commission 
based its order, no longer exists. The income and financial 
condition of motor carriers in the territory have been con- 
Sstantly improving, it says, and the necessity for a minimum 
rate order to insure adequate highway transportation service 
to the public no longer exists. It points out that Chairman 
Eastman, in concurring: with original order, said that he re- 
garded it as “‘a temporary expedient” likely to ‘“‘promote greater 
order and stability” in the motor carrier industry. 


The minimum rate structure so set up has not effected 
these things, the brief says. It uses a similar order in Ex 
Parte MC-21, setting up a minimum rate structure in Central 
Territory, as an example of its allegation that such action 
does not stabilize rates, citing 97 petitions for modification cov- 
ering 2642 pages and involving 1752 changes in rates, on which 
the Commission has issued 40 supplemental orders in that case 
Since 1938, as proof. 


Some of the motor carriers in the area are themselves 
how opposed to the maintenance of an order freezing the truck 
rates at the rail rate level, it adds, pointing out that the rates 
included in the original order had been approved by the op- 
frators in general meetings, but that those now asked to be 
added were determined on by a committee of the truck rate 
bureau without the knowledge of many of the operators. 

_ Minimum rate orders of the type made by the Commission 
In the case and now intended by the bureau to be extended 
are Contrary to the letter and intent of the declaration of policy 
of the interstate commerce act, it continues, because they do 
not reflect “the relative economy of truck transportation” and 
Preserve “its inherent advantages.” Rail rates, it says, are 
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“not a proper basis on which to build a structure for motor 
common carriers.” 

The brief lists specific objections to rules and regulations 
included in the bureau petition, but makes it clear that what 
it has to say about them is for consideration only in case the 
Commission, despite the objections of the protestants, decides 
to accede to the bureau’s petition for an extension of its or- 
der. It concludes: 

“The Commission should find that the financial condition 
of the motor carrier industry in the territory involved has 
been constantly improving; that rates and practices are grad- 
ually being stabilized and no instances of rate cutting have 
been presented; that operations have become more profitable, 
eliminating any threat of impairment of adequate service by 
respondents to the public, and that the request of the Mid- 
Western Bureau for a minimum rate order be denied.” 

The Morton Salt Co. has filed a brief in Ex Parte MC 23, 
midwestern motor carrier rates, stating that at the hearing in 
that proceeding at Kansas City, Mo., proposals were made to 
increase the motor rates on salt from Hutchinson, Kan., to 
various destinations, and raising the objection that to advance 
the rates from Hutchinson while making no increase on salt 
from competitors’ producing points at Kanopolis and Lyons, 
Kan., would result in unjust discrimination against Morton and 
in undue prejudice of some of its competitors, “especially at 
Lyons.” 

The brief recommended that all the Kansas salt producing 
points be grouped so as to take the same motor rates to in- 
terstate destinations, that “in some broader and more com- 
prehensive proceeding” the truckload minima on salt be in- 
creased to at least 20,000 pounds and made uniform, that in 
such a proceeding the present motor transit privileges be 
abolished, and that “at the proper time” the motor rates on 
salt be made higher, by more than 5 cents a hundred pounds, 
than those by rail. 

The Topeka Chamber of Commerce and Topeka Traffic As- 
sociation in their brief, assert that nothing was brought out of 
the further hearing that would warrant the Commission in pre- 
scribing the proposed rates as minimums in the affected terri- 
tory. They assert that at the further hearings the Mid-Western 
Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., the proponent of the rates, ap- 
parently abandoned its demand for a mionimum rate order 
rounded on inadequate revenues and based its plea almost 
entirely on the fact that the rates proposed were and are in 
effect by rail carriers. 

The Mid-Western Motor Freight Tariff Bureau, Inc., in 
support of the scheme of rates placed before the examiner filed 
a brief of 395 printed pages. It said the Commission should find 
that an order prescribing the minimum rates, etc., was necessary 
and desirable in the public interest to prevent the maintenance 
of unjust and unreasonable rates, etc. It said that that prescrip- 
tion was necessary to enable the respondents to provide safe and 
adequate service, facilities and equipment, to foster sound 
economic conditions and provide efficient service by motor car- 
riers within the territory at reasonable charges without unjust 
discrimination, undue preference or advantage, or unfair or 
destructive competitive practices. 





COMMISSION ORDERS 

No. 28625 (formerly Maritime Commission No. 583), proportional 
rates on citrus fruit from Jacksonville, Fla. Order entered September 
12 further modified to become effective December 27, on not less than 
one day’s notice, instead of November 27. 

No. 28680, Monolith Portland Ce nent Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Colo- 
rado Portland Cement Co. permitted to intervene. 

Finance No. 7873, Elkhart & Santa Fe construction. Time pre- 
scribed in certificate, issued April 28, 1930, as extended, within which 
Elkhart & Santa Fe shall complete construction of lines therein au- 
thorized, further extended to January 1, 1944. 

Finance No. 11002, Denver & Rio Grande Western reorganization. 
Montrose County Chamber of Commerce, Montrose, Colo., permitted to 
intervene and be treated as a party hereto from November 15. 

Finance No. 11709, Atlantic Coast Line construction. Time pre- 
scribed in certificate, issued November 3, 1937, as extended, within 
which Atlantic Coast Line shall commence and complete construction 
of extension of its railroad therein authorized, further extend to 
January 1, 1943, and March 31, 1943, respectively. 

Finance No. 12843, Texas & Pacific et al. operation, etc. Time pre- 
scribed in certificate, issued July 8, within which Texas & Pacific 
and Texas Pacific-Missouri Pacific Terminal of New Orleans shall com- 
plete construction of tracks therein authorized, extended to February 
1, 1942. 

MC 1124 Sub. No. 6, Herrin Transportation Co., extension, DeRidder- 
Corsicanna. Request of applicant for oral argument denied. 

MC 2359 Sub. No. 3, Rocco D. Dameo, extension of operations. Re- 
quest of protestant, Eastern States Motor Carriers Conference, Inc., for 
oral argument denied. 

MC 3600, Frank Martz Coach Co., common carrier application; and 
MC 228 Sub. No. 2, Hudson Transit Lines, Inc., extension. Request 
of protestants, Central Greyhound Lines, Inc., and Pennsylvania Grey- 
hound Lines, Inc., for oral argument denied. 

MC 3602, LeCrone Motor Transport Line, Inc., common carrier ap- 
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plication. Denial order of October 6 modified to become effective 
February 10, 1942, instead of November 21. 

MC 5938, J. J. and E. D. Wellspeak, common carrier application. 
Denial order of June 9 modified to become effective December 15 in- 
stead of November 12. 

MC 8989 Sub. No. 5, Howard Sober, Inc., common carrier applica- 
tion. Matter reopened for further hearing before Examiner Fred D. 
Binkley, on January 5, 1942, at 9:30 o’clock a. m. (Standard time), 
at the Federal Building, Lansing, Mich. Order entered May 21, in so 
far as it refers matter to Examiner H. J. Vinskey for recommendation 
of an appropriate order, vacated and set aside. Matter referred to 
Examiner Fred D. Binkley for hearing and for recommendation of 
appropriate order accompanied by reasons therefor, unless parties to 
proceeding agree to omission of such recommended order. 

MC 30064, Pioneer Auto Carriers, Inc., contract carrier application. 
Denial order of October 3 modified to become effective January 8, 1942, 
instead of November 18. 

MC 62347 Sub. No. 1, John E. Kulpa, extension, Connecticut, etc. 
Request of protestant, Eastern States Motor Carriers Conference, Inc., 
for oral argument denied. 

MC 66746, L. B. McGhee, contract carrier application; and MC 66746 
Sub. No. 3, L. B. McGhee, dba L. B. McGhee Motor Freight Lines, 
common carrier application. Request of applicant for oral argument 
denied. 

MC 68883 Sub. No. 2, Frank S. Valletta, dba Valletta Motor Truck- 
ing Co., extension, New Jersey points. Request of protestants, Canny 
Trucking Co., Inc., Jonn Richards, dba Richards Motor Freight Lines, 
and Nestor Brothers, Inc., for oral argument denied. 

MC 75559, Charles John Smith, common carrier application. Denial 
order of June 14 further modified to become effective February 10, 
1942, instead of December 10. 

MC 94091, D. S. Crane, contract carrier application. Matter re- 
opened for further hearing, on application as amended, at time and 
place to be fixed. Application amended to seek authority to continue 
operation as a contract carrier by motor vehicle, in interstate or for- 
eign commerce, of cream from Oakland, Md., Terra Alta and Bruceton 
Mills, W. Va., to Pittsburgh, Pa., and beer from Pittsburgh, Pa., to 
Morgantown, Terra Alta, W. Va., and Oakland, Md. 

MC 100363, Coust Transit, Inc., extension, Bellingham. Matter 
reopened for further hearing at time and place to be fixed. Order 
of June 14, which by its terms denies application and requires appli- 
cant to cease and desist from all interim operations, vacated and set 
aside. 

MC C-286, Eastern-Central Motor Carriers Association vs. A. B. & 
C. Motor Transportation Co., Inc., et al. Complaint dismissed on com- 
plainant’s request. 

MC C-302, Morton Salt Co. vs. A. E. Adams, dba Adams Transfer 
& Storage Co. et al. United Carbon Co. permitted to intervene. 

MC C-302 Sub. No. 1, Morton Sait Co. vs. Will C. Barrett, dba Will 
C. Barrett Feed & Poultry Co, et al. United Carbon Co. permitted to 
intervene. 

Ex Parte MC 23, midwestern motor carrier rates. Proceeding re- 
opened for further hearing on December 10, at 9 o’clock a. m. (Standard 
time), at the Hotel Kirkwood, Des Moines, Ia., before Examiner Tobias 
Naftalin, with respect to matters presented in petition of Leonard H. 
Berenson, dba American Highway Carriers, dated October 24, for 
modification of orders. 

1. & S. No. 4374, class rates between Kentucky and western trunk 
line points. Order of October 26, 1940, further modified to become 
effective January 1, 1942, on not less than one day’s notice, instead 
of December 1. 

Finance No. 13337, application of Norfolk, Baltimore and Carolina 
Line, Inc., for authority to lease operating rights of Bull Steamship 
Line between Baltimore, Md., and Charleston, S. C. Bull Steamship 
Line permitted to intervene. 

MC 265 Sub. No. 3, Quaker City Bus Co., extension, Fort Dix, N. J.; 
and MC 58915 Sub. No. 4, Lincoln Transit Co., Inc., extension, Fort 
Dix, N. J. Request of protestant, Public Service Interstate Transpor- 
tation Co., for oral argument denied. 

MC 77477, Menticue Lines, Inc., common carrier application. De- 
nial order of October 17 modified to become effective February 10, 
1942, instead of November 29. 

1. & S. M-952, stopping in transit at Pittsburgh, Pa. 
Motor Freight System permitted to intervene. 

1. & S. No. 5034, lumber, Tampa to Key West, Fla. Petition of 
Peninsular & Occidental Steamship Co. for vacation of order of suspen- 
sion denied. 

1. & S. M-1546, oil field equipment, etc., in Kansas, Oklahoma and 
Texas; MC C-239, Oil Field Haulers Association, Inc., vs. Midwest Oil 
Field Carriers Bureau; MC C-238, Same vs. C. Hobson Dunn; MC C-240, 
Same vs. G. W. Wilson and John Detamore, dba Wilson Truck Co.; and 
MC C-266, oil field machinery and supplies in Kansas, Oklahoma and 
Texas. Motion filed by Oil Field Haulers Association, Inc., to strike 
a portion of brief filed by Specialized Motor Carriers Association over- 
ruled. 

No. 28479, General Motors Corporation vs. D. L. & W. et al. Pe- 
tition of complainant for reconsideration denied. 

No. 28716, Morton Salt Co. vs. Alton et al. United Carbon Co. per- 
mitted to intervene. 

MC 2415, Cole Teaming Co., common carrier application; and MC 
2416, Same, contract carrier application. Order entered September 19, 
which denies a portion of applications, effective November 17, and 
which requires applicant on or before November 17 to comply with 
requirements of election or divestiture as specified in report on re- 
consideration, modified to extent that denial of a portion of said 
applications and time on cr before which applicant shall comply with 
requirements of election or divestiture as specified in said report on 
reconsideration, postponed to February 10, 1942. 

MC 20051, John L. Huber, common carrier application. Denial or- 
der of August 12 modified to become effective February 10, 1942, 
instead of November 15. 


Interstate 
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Fourth section application No. 18592, sulphur to Erie, Pa. 


Procee 5 
ing in Sulphur to Erie, Pa., 246 I. C. C. 81, reopened and ber ce 
for further hearing at such time and place as Commission may here. 
after designate. 

MC 1821, Menard Truck Co., common carrier application. 
order of June 16 further modified to become effective January 19 


Denial 


1942, instead of December 12. 

MC 2589 Sub. No. 1, C.A.B.Y. Transportation Co., extension, New 
York points. Denial order of September 13 modified to become effec. 
tive December 8 instead of November 28. 

MC 24242, J. I. Jackson, common carrier application; MC 67458, 
J. I. Jackson (successor in interest to Monte George Allen), common 
carrier application; MC 81776, Jackson Transfer and Storage Co., Inc,, 
broker application; MC 24332, Ruth A. Isaacs, common carrier applica- 
tion; and MC 83305, Ruth A, Isaacs (successor in interest to Joe Byrd 
Pelham), common carrier application. Order entered September 1g 
which is thereafter modified, denies all or a portion of applications, 
effective November 15, further modified to extent that such denial 
order, in so far as it denies ail or a portion of applications in Mc 


24242 and MC 83305 shall become effective February 10, 1942. In ajj 
other respects said order shall become effective November 15. 
MC 30657 Sub. No. 1, Starling Judson Morris application. Horton 


Motor Lines, Inc., permitted to intervene. 

MC 52772 Sub. No. 1 (formerly MC 74791), Empire Trails, Inc, 
successor in interest to Lincoln Trails System, Inc., extension of 
operations to Pittsburgh. Denial order of April 4 further modified to 
become effective November 25 instead of November 15. 

MC 78877, Liberty Fast Freight Co., Inc., common carrier applica- 
tion; and MC 78877, Liberty Fast Freight Co., Inc. (successor in in- 
terest to Mae Reilly), common carrier application. Denial order of 
June 11 further modified to become effective January 10, 1942, in- 
stead of December 15. 

MC 93496, Rodney V. Jackson, common carrier application. Recom- 
mended order entered April 8, 1939, which became effective as order 
of Commission on May 8, 1939, vacated and set aside. Matter re- 
opened for further proceedings. Matter referred to Examiner William 
J. Cave for appropriate porceedings and for recommendation of an 
appropriate order accompanied by reasons therefor. 

MC 95463, Royal Cadillac Service, Inc., common carrier application; 
and MC 95462, Reliable Cadillac Lines, Inc., common carrier applica- 
tion. Denial order of September 2 modified to become effective No- 
vember 27 instead of November 20. 

MC 101463, Earl L. Erdner, common carrier application. Denial 
order of September 30 modified to become effective November 25 in- 
stead of November 15. 

1. & S. M-1651, petroleum products, Montana to North Dakota 
points. Petition filed by Northern Truck Line for authority to use 
competitive rates now under suspension by order of Commission dated 
June 2 denied. 

MC C-168, sugar, Baltimore to western Pennsylvania. 
discontinued. 

MC C-299, Watertown Chamber of Commerce vs. Harry Hess, dba 
Hess Motor Express, et al. Northwest Tariff Bureau, Inc., permitted 
to intervenie. 

MC 16951, C. & M. Trucking Co., common carrier application; MC 
16951 Sub. No. 1, Same, extension California; and MC 52554 Sub. No. 1, 
Same, extension, fruit pits, shells, kernels and oils. Denial order of 
October 1 modified to become effective February 10, 1942, instead of 
November 20. 


Proceeding 


MIRENE CO. TUGBOAT SERVICE 


The Office of Price Administration Office for Emergency 
Management has filed a brief in W-496 application of The 
Mirene Co. for exemption of its transportation as a contract 
carrier by water from the provisions of part III of the act. 

The brief noted that the applicant owned two tugboats 
which had been operated on the Columbia river and _ the 
Willamette river and their tributaries and that it had been 
engaged in the towing of logs. The OPA said it participated 
in this proceeding because it had a vital interest in the factors 
that controlled the cost of lumber and lumber products such 
factors including the transportation rate for movement of the 
logs and lumber in interstate commerce. It said it took the 
position that uniform rates available to all shippers and known 
to the consuming public would tend to restrict abnormal and 
rapid increases in transportation costs and would make avail- 
able to the public the procedure of the Commission, “charged 
with the duty of regulating transportation.” a 

The Mirene Co., said the brief, was in fact competitive 
with several tugboat operators transporting goods between 
ports served by that company on the Columbia and its tribu- 
taries, which operators had shown that they were common 
carriers. Therefore, it concluded, the Mirene Co. should be 
found not exempt from provisions of section 303 (3) of the act. 





MOTOR TARIFF REJECTED 


The Commission, by division 2, has rejected tariff MF 
I. C. C. No. 8 of M. G. Roux Trucking Corporation, Brooklyn, 
N. Y., presented to it for filing. It said it appeared that the 
tariff purported to name rates or charges for transportation 
services for which there was no operating authority as required 
by the interstate commerce act, and that it was unlawful and 
was not entitled to be received or filed by it under the provr 
sions of the act. 
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Slocam Motor Exemption Case 


A brief designed to show that exemption of the applicant 
from regulation by the Commission with respect to those opera- 
tions of the applicant within the State of Oregon which involve 
transportation of property moving in interstate commerce, will 
not substantially affect or impair regulation by the Commission 
of motor carrier transportation in effectuation of the policy de- 
cared in the interstate commerce act has been filed by the 
applicant in MC 5205, Sub. No. 2, Ex., L. M. Slocum, applica- 
tion for exemption. 

The brief recited that on April 26, 1941, division 5 found 
that the applicant was not a motor carrier within the contem- 
plation of section 204(a) of the act and was therefore not 
entitled to the benefit of that section, the finding having been 
predicated on the fact that the applicant was not then engaged 
in operation in interstate commerce. As this was the first 
motor carrier case before the Commission involving the issue of 
exemption from regulation by the Commission of transporta- 
tion within one state of property moving in interstate com- 
merce, the National Association of Railroad and Utilities Com- 
missioners took an interest in the proceeding. On reconsidera- 
tion and after oral argument, the Commission, on July 31, de- 
termined that present operation in interstate commerce was 
not requisite to the granting of a certificate of exemption and 
ordered the case set for hearing, said the brief. A hearing was 
held October 20 by Examiner G. P. Werner, in Oregon. 

“As a consequence of this determination by the Commission, 
more than 60 days having elapsed after the filing of the applica- 
tion in good faith, applicant automatically became exempt from 
compliance with the provisions of part II of the act,” the brief 
continued. “Accordingly, applicant did, beginning August 22, 
1941, lawfully engage in interstate operations solely within the 
State of Oregon and continued such service in connection with 
intrastate service. The question now to be determined is, 
should the exemption be continued and a certificate issued 
authorizing its continuance.” 

The record established, said the applicant, that: (1) the 
nature, character and quantity of the operations now and here- 
tofore conducted had neither affected nor impaired uniform 
regulation by the Commission; (2) that there was no reasonable 
prospect of any change in the nature, character or quantity of 
this service now given by applicant which would or could in 
any manner substantially affect or impair uniform regulation 
of motor carriers by the Commission; (3).that the Oregon motor 
transportation act and the rules and regulations of the public 
utilities commissioner of that state promulgated thereunder 
comprised a complete and comprehensive scheme of regulation 
entirely in harmony with the policy declared by Congress in 
the interstate commerce act, and (4) that the existence of this 
scheme of regulation by the state, together with means of 
enforcement, were in themselves a guarantee that the operations 
conducted by applicant solely within the state, in interstate 
commerce, would not in the future adversely affect or impair 
uniform regulation of motor carriers by the Commission, and, 
considered with other record evidence, required a finding that a 
certificate of exemption should be issued to applicant. 


PACIFIC COAST TRUCK RIVALRY 


“The examiner’s finding that the result of unification would 
be harmful to existing carriers, including Fast Freight, without 
a single line of testimony to substantiate it, is magic,” said a 
brief of Oregon-Nevada-California Fast Freight, Inc., setting 
out exceptions to the proposed report of Examiner Philip N. 
Crowley in MC F-1411, Oregon-Nevada-California Fast Freight, 
Inc., control, Oregon Express, embracing MC F-1412, Oregon- 
Nevada-California Fast Freight, Inc., merger, Oregon Express 
(see Traffic World, Oct. 18, p. 990). 

The brief added that the examiner’s conclusion as to effect 
of the proposed unification on other truck lines in face of the 
evidence of record was “courageous” and that the result was 
“destruction.” 

Applicant operated 106 pieces of equipment and had a gross 
Volume of business of about $700,000 in 1940, said the brief. It 
said applicant originated in the San Francisco and Sacramento 
areas between 80 and 100 tons of freight a day, 65 per cent of 
Which moved northbound to and through the Medford and 
Klamath Falls, Ore., gateways. Its interchange at Medford with 
Consolidated Freightways, Inc., was terminated in the summer 
of 1940, said the brief, and it thereupon entered into joint rates 
With Pacific Seaboard Motor Lines and subsequently with its 
Successor, Oregon Express. The brief argued that Oregon Ex- 
Press was the only suitable connecting carrier available at 
Medford; that without a satisfactory connection with the north- 
West, applicant would be threatened with bankruptcy; that the 
unification would result in operating economies and a more 
balanced load factor; that no diversion of traffic from other 
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carriers would result, and that there was likelihood that the 
owner of Oregon Express would sell that line to some other 
carrier, if the Commission were to deny the instant application, 
with the result that competition for the business between the 
San Francisco area and the northwest thus would be increased, 
with harmful effects on existing carriers. 





REDUCED CITRUS RATES EFFECTIVE 


The Commission refused to suspend reduced rates on citrus 
fruits from Florida groves to destinations in southern territory, 
as requested by the Exempt Private Carrier Division of the 
Florida Trucking Association, Inc. (see Traffic World, Nov. 22, 
p. 1332). The rates went into effect Nov. 25, as dated. 

As estimated by the railroads the reduction was about 20 
per cent. It was made by them with a view to retaining 
the traffic of that sort they now have and regain some they 
have lost. This latest reduction leaves the rates on citrus fruit 
much lower than the level set by the Commission in No. 16939 
in 1928. That level was reduced, according to the railroads, 
as much as 50 per cent to the part of southern territory nearest 
to Florida when the so-called itinerent trucker made his ap- 
pearance in force and as much as 32% per cent to the parts 
near official territory. 

The new rates are based on a minimum of 36,000 pounds 
in ventilated cars. They are to alternate with rates based on 
a minimum of 27,000 pounds. In defending their proposal, 
which was also defended by the Florida Citrus Exchange, the 
Atlantic & Pacific Tea Co. and the Growers and Shippers 
League of Florida, the railroads said the rates were low, but 
no lower relatively than the Texas railroads had been forced 
te make on account of truck competition. They pointed out 
that the minimum they provided was higher than from the Rio 
Grande valley, leading to higher carloading and greater car 
revenue. They said the market would take the higher min- 
imum, especially in communities where there were army camps 
and government manufacturing plants. 





KANSAS CITY RAIL OPERATION PLAN 


A view, not much more distinct than the traditional bird’s 
eye, of original complexity, was put before the Commission, 
division 4, in Finance No. 13085, Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul 
& Pacific trustees et al. construction et al., the plan of the Mil- 
waukee, the Rock Island and the Kansas City Southern for the 
coordination and simplification of switching in the Kansas City, 
Mo., terminal area, in arguments on the proposed report of 
— W. J. Shurtrumpf (see Traffic World, Sept. 13, p. 

The examiner recommended denial of the application on 
the ground that the applicants had not proved their case by 
showing that the plan would be consistent with the public 
interest, although he said the applicants would be able to save 
some money, about $86,000 a year, of which $35,500 would be 
in the wages of displaced employes. The railroad unions pre- 
sented their opposition by means of two attorneys, C. M. Mul- 
holland and C. C. Chilcott, who recited from the record to show 
that the plan would not result in better operation and prob- 
ably worse. The attorneys for the railroads called attention 
to the fact that the chief officers of the concerned railroads had 
worked on the plans for five years. One of them suggested 
that those men were likely to come to a better conclusion on 
the subject than the railroad conductor from Shreveport, La., 
who rode over the routes and gave his opinion in the matter. 

Arguments were made, in addition to the two labor men 
mentioned, by C. R. Sutherland, for the Milwaukee, W. F. 
Peter, the Rock Island and F. K. Moore, the Kansas City South- 
ern. Not one was able to make his presentation without some- 
one challenging the accuracy of one or more declarations, 
either by direct contradiction or by a suggestion that the man 
on his feet was misspeaking himself. The examiner was also 
treated in that way, particularly when he said the Milwaukee 
was to do something instead of the joint agency created by 
the applicants doing the work. In the body of the report he 
referred to Milwaukee cars being hauled in that particular 
resin but in his findings he referred only to the road as 
the actor. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 

MC F-1720. Airline Motor Coaches, Inc., Nacogdoches, Tex., asks 
authority to purchase, for $9,000, operating rights and equipment of 
A. J. Carroll, dba Carroll’s Bus Line, Center, Tex. 

MC F-1721. The Santa Fe Trail Transportation Co., Wichita, Kan., 
asks authority for merger into it of Santa Fe Trails of Illinois, Inc., of 
Wichita, Kan., stating that it already owns all capital stock and exer- 
cises control over Santa Fe Trails of Illinois, Inc., and that the merger 
will accomplish corporate simplification which will result in economies 
through elimination of duplication in accounting systems. 

Finance No. 13545. Pennsylvania, Ohio & Detroit Railroad Co. 
and Pennsylvania Railroad Co. ask authority for abandonment by the 
former of its lines from Trinway, O., to a point near Blissfield, O., 
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and from Warsaw Junction to Coshocton, O., a total distance of about 30 
miles, and for abandonment of operation by the Pennsylvania over those 
portions of those lines between Tunnel Hill and Blissfield and between 
Warsaw Junction and Coshocton, a distance of about 19 miles. The 
application says expenditures required for bridge reconstruction and 
other maintenance are unwarranted by the small amount of traffic 
handled. 

Finance No. 13537. Greene County Railroad Co. asks authority to 
abandon operation of, and to dismantle, its line from Monroe, Walton 
County, Ga., to Apalachee, Morgan County, Ga., 18.85 miles. The 
application says abandonment is sought because of inadequate earnings, 
because all points on the line receiving or originating any appreciable 
railroad traffic are adequately served by other railroads, and because 
there is a prospect of immediate loss of 30 per cent to 35 per cent 
of the gross freight revenue of the line by reason of the construction 
of a petroleum pipeline. 

Finance No. 13538. Mine Hill & Schuylkill Haven Railroad Co. 
asks authority to abandon, and Reading Co., lessee, asks authority to 
abandon operation of, the John Veith colliery and Glendower colliery 
branches of the former company, together with portions of its Swatara, 
Middle Creek, Phoenix Park No. 2 Colliery, Otto No. 2 colliery and 
Richardson branches, and a portion of its Ashland extension, a total 
distance of about 5.89 miles, all in Schuylkill County, Pa. The ap- 
plication says trains have not been operated over these lines for the 
last 7 to 13 years. 

Finance No. 13540. Trustees of the Florida East Coast ask au- 
thority to assume the obligations of William R. Kenan, Jr., and Scott 
M. Loftin, as receivers of the F.E.C., under the equipment trust agree- 
ment and lease, dated Nev. 1, 1939, under which was created $1,240,000 
of 3 per cent equipment trust certificates, series ‘‘I,’’ and to assume 
the guaranty of the receivers of the payment of the principal of, and 
dividend warrants, on, the unmatured certificates. 

Finance No. 13539. Port San Luis Transportation Co., asks au- 
thority to purchase and operate property and rights of Pacific Coast 
Railway Co., between San Luis Obispo and Port San Luis, Calif., ap- 
proximately 12 miles, and to issue $30,000 of common stock of the 
par value of $100 a share. The purchase price for the railroad prop- 
erties is $17,265 cash. 

Finance No, 13541. Walter Kidde, trustee of the New York, Sus- 
quehanna & Western, asks authority to operate under trackage rights 
over the Middletown and Unionville Railroad between Unionville, N. Y., 
and Middletown, N. Y., 14.3 miles, and over the New York, Ontario & 
Western between Middletown, N. Y., and Riverside Junction, Pa., 127.4 
miles. 

Finance No. 13542. Wisconsin Central first and refunding mortgage 
bondholders’ committee asks authority as a protective committee to 
represent holders of 4 per cent and 5 per cent refunding mortgage 
bonds of the Wisconsin Central due April 1, 1959. 

MC F-1718. Washington, Virginia & Maryland Coach Co., Inc., 
Arlington, Va., asks authority to issue 17,500 shares of capital stock, 
par value $10 a share, constituting the balance of its authorized capi- 
talization, saying that since the institution of its operations in 1926, 
between northern Virginia counties and the District of Columbia, the 
volume of its business has increased over ten-fold ‘‘so that it becomes 
apparent that the applicant is in great need of additional working 
capital to finance its present operations so that it can discount its 
bills and buy additional equipment without resorting to loans and 
conditional sale agreements for purchasing additional busses.’’ 

MC F-1719. Miami Transportation Co., Inc., of Indiana, Cincin- 
nati, O., asks authority to purchase grandfather operating rights of 
Louis R. Schear, as trustee in bankruptcy of Lett & Co. of Indiana, 
Inc., Cincinnati, over routes from Cincinnati to Charleston, W. Va., 
and from Indianapolis, Ind., to Cleveland, O., for $11,000. Applicant 
says that the transaction will make possible economies in operation 
and that the purchase will provide through service between West 
Virginia and Louisville. 

Finance No. 13543. Central of Georgia Railway Co., and its trustee, 
H. D. Pollard, ask authority to abandon the line extending 19.49 miles 
from Statesboro to Metter, Ga., and the operation thereof, because 
of losses from operation. 

Finance No. 13544. El Paso & Southwestern Railroad Co., and 
Southern Pacific Co., its lessee, ask authority to abandon that portion 
of the Valedon branch, between a point near Lawrence and a point 
near Valedon, less than one-half mile, in Hidalgo County, N. M., to- 
gether with all sidings, spur tracks and appurtenances, and operation 
thereof. The application said that public convenience and necessity 
warranted the abandonment of the line for the reason that it was not 
required for the handling of traffic and its abandonment ‘‘will enable 
the salvage of needed material.’’ 

MC F-1722. Capital Motor Lines, Montgomery, Ala., asks authority 
to purchase the operations of H. K. Livingston, dba Montala Coaches, 
Montgomery, Ala. 

Finance No. 13549. Chicago & Illinois Western asks authority to 
issue, and assume obligation and liability therefor, $550,000 of notes, 
bearing interest and 2% per cent per annum, to be payable in 11 equal 
semi-annual installments, the first to be paid July 1, 1942. The 
proceeds of the sale are to be used to pay and retire a like amount of 
general mortgage 6 per cent bonds maturing July 1, 1947. The money 
is to be borrowed from the Continental Illinois National Bank and 
Trust Co. of Chicago. 


RAIL OPPOSITION TO SHIP LINES 


Southern territory railroads have filed briefs as protestants 
in W-421 and W-657, applications, respectively, of the Bull 
Steamship Line and the Ericsson Line, Inc., for authority under 
grandfather rights to operate as common carriers by water. 

In their brief in W-421, the railroads said that E. B. 
Wright, vice-president of the Bull Steamship Line, had testi- 
fied that operations conducted by it on the grandfather date 


TRAFFIC WORLD 


were from Baltimore to Charleston, Jacksonville, Fort Pierce, 
Miami, Tampa, St. Petersburg, St. Joe and Pensacola, Fla. 
Lake Charles, La., Beaumont and Corpus Christi, Tex., and 
New York and Port Newark. They added that a consideration 
of all the testimony of Mr. Wright led to the conclusion that 
the burden of proof on the applicant to establish its grand- 
father operation had not been sustained, and contended that 
there was testimony that “service was rendered between Bal- 
timore and south Atlantic and Gulf ports, but that is all,” 
The railroads asked that the application be denied. 

The Ericsson Line, said the railroads’ brief, sought au- 
thority to operate between Baltimore, Md., and Philadelphia, 
Pa. The brief averred that, because of the “frank statement” 
by Mr. Wright, vice-president of the applicant, that service 
to points intermediate between Philadelphia and Baltimore had 
been abandoned, the only authority that could issue, “if any 
should issue,” was for service between the termini of the route. 
It added that there was no showing as to when the claimed 
transportation of general cargo had been conducted, and no 
showing of any reasonable continuity in transportation of any 
commodity or group of commodities. The railroads asked 
that this application, too, be denied. 


EX-BARGE GRAIN PROPORTIONALS 


The Finnegan Warehouse Co., one of the protestants in 
I. and S. No. 4718, grain proportionals, ex-barge to official 
territory, has asked the Commission to issue an order directing 
the railroads to cease and desist from presenting due bills, 
etc., to consignees and others of ex-barge grain pending the 
final determination of these proceedings. It points out that 
the proceeding is not yet at an end. 

Notwithstanding the state of the record and the fact that 
no final order of the Commission has been entered, says the 
warehouse company, the New York Central, at least, has sent 
balance due bills to consignees of ex-barge grain located in 
different parts of the country and has demanded payment of 
the difference between the reshipping rate as originally 
charged on such grain and the local rate. It says the railroad 
represents to the consignees and shippers that the Commission 
has now ruled that the local rate out of Chicago must be 
applied on such prior shipments and that the charges are cor- 
rected ‘in accordance with the legally filed tariffs.” 

The warehouse company says it had demanded, in writing, 
that the New York Central retract such demands and cease 
making any further demands pending the final decision of the 
Commission but that the railroad company has refused so to do. 
It also asks that the order require the railroad to retract all 
demands pending the final determination as to whether the 
finding of the majority of division 2 that the prior application 
of reshipping rates on ex-barge grain to Chicago was illegal 
and that the undercharges should be collected are justified 
by the record and are within the scope of these proceedings. 


ERIE REORGANIZATION 


The Erie Railroad Co. has asked the Commission, in 
Finance No. 13546, for approval of its application to the Recon- 
struction Finance .Corporation for a loan of $14,000,000, to be 
due January 1, 1953, which loan, according to the applicant, 
is necessary to carry out the plan of reorganization for the 
Erie approved by the Commission in Finance No. 11915, on 
July 8, 1940, and by the federal district court for the northern 
Ohio district. 

The application says the loan will be applied to the fol- 
lowing uses in the amounts indicated: 

To pay off in cash the principal and accrued interest on 
the New York and Erie Railroad Co. second mortgage 5 per 
cent bonds, total of $2,184,520.14; New York & Erie Railroad 
Co. third mortgage 4% per cent bonds, $4,712,359; Railroad 
Credit Corporation note, $628,122.88; bank loans, $1,795,787.53; 
estimated reorganization expenses other than allowances under 
section 77, $1,000,000; for reimbursement of working capital, 
in part, for payments of New Jersey taxes and for payments of 
allowances under clause 12 of subsection (c) of section 77, 
$3,679,210.45. 


CLOTHING, ETC., RATES INQUIRY 


An investigation into and concerning the reasonableness 
and lawfulness otherwise of minimum rates and charges, etc., 
on clothing, cotton piece goods, buttons, thread, boxes, and 
wire goods, from Nashville, Tenn., to Glasgow, Elizabethtown, 
Scottsville, and Louisville, Ky., and in the reverse direction, 
maintained by Doyle Transfer Co., Inc., Glasgow, Ky., has been 
instituted by the Commission, division 2, on its own motion, 
in MC C-316, clothing, cotton piece goods, minimum rates, 
between Nashville, Tenn., and Kentucky points. The matter has 
been referred to Examiner John D. Bradford for hearing Dec. 
15 at the Andrew Jackson Hotel, Nashville, Tenn. 
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Pool Car Distribution 


Draymen of Seattle, Wash., and Portland, Ore., in a brief 
in I. and S. No. 4900, distribution rules at north Pacific coast 
points ask the Commission to put a stop to free distribution 
of what they call pool car traffic by Consolidated Freightways, 
a motor carrier, and a like service by the railroads, in instances 
where Consolidated or the railroads have had the line-haul 
transportation service. They assert that the performance of 
such accessorial service has been condemned by the Com- 
mission and the courts with respect to free C. O. D. service; 
free teletype and telegraph service; additional free pickup and 
delivery service; free warehousing service and free storage 
jn-transit service. 

The draymen in Seattle and Portland, says the brief, have 
no line-haul operations which enable them to support a free 
distribution service. For fifty years, the draymen further 
declare, a great portion of their revenue has resulted from 
such service, shippers always having paid for distribution 
(checking, sorting, handling, billing, etc.) as a distinctly separate 
service from the transportation involved. They have nothing 
else to offer that can absorb its obvious and necessary cost, 
they add. 

“If Consolidated and Pacific Inland Tariff Bureau members 
can so absorb this additional cost,” says the brief, “then it is 
dear that their line-haul rates (from car door to destination) 
are unjustly high and excessive and obviously should be reduced 
for those shippers who obtain only the line-haul service.” 

According to the brief the question is whether Consolidated 
Freightways, the participating members of the Pacific Inland 
Tariff Bureau and the railroads that participate in the North 
Pacific Coast Freight Bureau tariff may offer this service free 
on traffic on which they have had the line-haul when the same 
service is charged for when it is rendered to the same or other 
shippers who do not require that same type of line-haul service. 

As outlined by the brief this controversy arose when Con- 
solidated published a tariff which became effective Feb. 20, 
1940, notwithstanding requests for suspension made by the 
Pacific Inland Tariff Bureau, the Washington Department ci 
Public Service and the Truck Owners Association of Seattle. 
For protective reasons the Pacific Inland Tariff Bureau pub- 
lished a similar tariff which the Commission also declined to 
suspend. The railroads followed the lead in a tariff filed by the 
North Pacific Coast Freight Bureau, their request for suspension 
of the earlier publication having failed of its purpose. But 
the Commission suspended the rail tariff, in the proceeding now 
before it. 

As quoted in the brief of the draymen, Consolidated made 
the first move because of an offer in a Railway Express Agency 
tariff. The brief quoted statements made in a conference held 
by the Washington Department of Public Service to the effect 
that there was no competition in this sort of service and because 
it was not used the Railway Express Agency offered to with- 
draw the item which brought about the situation. 


Meat Packers Fight for Business 


An attempt of southwestern railroads to obtain permission 
to establish reductions in rates on fresh meats and packing- 
house products from Kansas City, Mo.-Kan., and Argentine, 
Kan., to Blytheville, Fort Smith, Jonesboro, Little Rock, Pine 
Bluff and Camp Joseph T. Robinson, Ark., and intermediate 
points, to meet alleged truck competition, without making 
similar reductions from western trunk-line producing points, 
has caused a controversy among the meat packing interests 
who are making an effort to capture the “big business’ that is 
developing in Arkansas, principally at Camp Robinson, a mili- 
tary cantonment. 

The controversy, so far as the packers are concerned, is 
between the four large packers having plants at Kansas City, 
on the one hand, and the John Morrell & Co., Ottumwa, Ia., 
Sioux Falls, S. D, and Topeka, Kan., Rath Packing Co., Water- 
loo, Ia.. George A. Hormel & Co., Austin, Minn., and Oscar 
Mayer & Co., Madison, Wis., on the other. It is the outgrowth 
of the proceedings in I. and S. 2595, meats and packing-house 
products to, from, and between southwestern and western trunk 
line points, and MC C-225, fresh meats, Kansas City to Arkansas, 
the latter one being an investigation into the rates of motor 
Common and contract carriers. The rail reductions are sought 
a petition for modification of the Commission’s orders in I. 
and S, 2595. John Morrell & Co., and the packers joined there- 
With, in a brief in the proceedings, have asked denial of the 
railroad’s petition. 

They said the effect of the railroads’ proposal would be to 
blanket about two-thirds of the state of Arkansas and the east- 
etn portion of Oklahoma with an unduly low basis of rates 
tom Kansas City, notwithstanding the fact that the truck rates 
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to that area varied. They said it seemed as though the railroads 
were endeavoring to meet the request of only one of the four 
large packers at Kansas City. A request of one of four large 
packers for reduced rates, they added, did not warrant reduction 
for all. They declared that the railroads’ principal concern was 
the threat of the one packer of Kansas City to take away certain 
traffic now moving by rail to Little Rock. 

“We ship into this destination territory, and therefore have 
a vital interest in the retention of the non-prejudicial rate basis 
between our plants and Kansas City, prescribed by the Com- 
mission in this suspension proceeding,” says the brief of Mor- 
rell, Rath, Hormel and Mayer. ‘With the increasing growth of 
Camp Robinson our interest in this destination territory in- 
creases. ‘This territory is a logical consuming territory for our 
products. A monopoly of this business should not be provided 
the Kansas City packers, especially as a large portion of the 
business to this destination territory goes to the United States 
Government.” 

The brief said the railroads had not established actual or 
potential truck competition sufficient to warrant the reductions, 
pointing out that there was actual and potential truck competi- 
tion from the plants of Morrell, Rath, Hormel and Mayer. 
These companies declared “if our rates are not reduced in the 
same amount as proposed from Kansas City, our only alterna- 
tive is to truck.” 

“The record indicates that it costs less for a concern to 
move traffic by its own trucks than in common or contract 
motor carriage,” they said. “In addition, the record shows that 
a packer can buy trucks as cheaply as a motor carrier. The 
packer pays less for gasoline. He needs no license in Missouri, 
whereas a common carrier by motor vehicle must pay $350 a 
year. The private carrier does not pay a motor vehicle tax in 
Arkansas, whereas the motor carrier pays $160 a year. Many 
packers already have equipment they could use. Packers would 
not have idle time on their equipment because back-haul traffic 
is available. The cost of a private carrier keeping his equip- 
ment in condition would be less than that of a motor carrier.” 

These packers said they felt they were entitled to part of 
the -increased business in the territory, as well as the Kansas 
City packers, as they expected to fill orders for the government 
and domestic consumption there. 

Pointing out that in this war the breeding stock in the 
European countries had been destroyed much more than they 
were in the first world war, these packers said “we feel that we 
now have a right to assist in meeting the demands of the army, 
because after this war is over there will be some sort of a food 
administration, somebody who will handle this distribution of 
pork and beef products to Europe; and in order to participate 
then, we should do our part now, even if we have to ship to 
Camp Robinson at a loss. We will ship into that terrtiory if 
we have to use our own trucks. We take a long-range view of 
the commercial situation so far as cantonments are concerned.” 

The Mid-Western Motor Freight Tariff Bureau, Inc., in a 
brief in these proceedings, asked the Commission to find that 
the motor carriers had justified their proposals as reasonable 
and lawful rates. 

Attorneys for the petitioning and protesting rail lines in a 
brief in I. and S. 2595 and MC C-225, said the petitioners were 
now and had been precluded from making rates on fresh meats 
and packing house products to meet actual competition with 
other forms of transportation. Grant of the relief sought, they 
said, would not broaden the origin competition, actual and 
existent, in any degree. They added that denial of the relief 
“merely prohibits the rail lines from meeting that competition, 
without any possible benefit to the origins embraced in the 
I. and S. 2595 order.” 

“In view of those circumstances, and the fact that peti- 
tioners are merely attempting to meet a situation already 
created by the motor carriers,” says the brief, “it is rather diffi- 
cult to understand how establishment of the proposed rates via 
the all-rail routes would result in undue prejudice to packers 
at other points.” 

They said if the rails were to retain the traffic, rates as 
proposed must be established. Exhibits offered at the hearing, 
they added, demonstrated clearly the reasonableness as well 
as the compensatory side of the proposed rates. They urged 
grant of the modification sought. 


CRANBERRY CORPORATION CONTROL 


Should the death sentence pronounced by the order of 
division 4 become final, detriment to the affected communities 
as well as the applicant will result, says a brief on rehearing 
in MC F-1170, Cranberry Corporation—control and merger— 
= ate” W. N. C. Motor Transportation Co.; purchase—W. S. 

ceGill. 

This was an application, said the brief, for authority to 
consummate three transactions: the reorganization and liquida- 
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tion of the Cranberry Iron and Coal Co.; merger into Cranberry 
Corporation by liquidation of the E. T. & W. N. C. Motor 
Transportation Co. with the name of the Cranberry Corporation 
to be changed to the E. T. & W. N. C. Motor Transportation 
Co.; and acquisition by the consolidated company of certain 
carrier business, franchises and property of the Magill Motor 
Express, a common carrier. The Commission, by division 4, 
authorized the two transactions first named but denied the 
third on the ground that the applicant was a rail affiliate and 
that there requisite proof under the proviso of section 5 (2) 
had not been made. 

The rail affiliate conclusion, according to the brief, was 
based on the fact that the proprietary holding company, the 
applicant herein, was the owner of the capital stock of the East 
Tennessee and Western North Carolina Railroad Co., a short 
line railroad. The brief contended the applicant was not an 
affiliate within the meaning of the law and that it was clear 
there could be no competition between the motor carrier of 
the applicant or the motor lines of the Magill Motor Express, 
proposed to be acquired, and the railroad. 





o a - 
Illinois Quantity Coal Rates 

Were the report proposed by Examiner Trezise in No. 23130, 
intrastate rates on bituminous coal between points in Illinois, 
to be adopted, the findings recommended by him would free all 
carriers and all state commissions from the restraints of every 
section 13 order which the Commission has ever entered with 
regard to rates on carloads, except as to the transportation of 
any given commodity at one time, declare the railroads, prot- 
estants in that proceeding. They declared that assertion to be 
literally true, pointing cut that Examiner Trezise had said that 
the order in the Illinois state railroad coal rates thirteenth sec- 
tion case applied only to single carloads of coal. 


The protesting railroads said the Commission should hold, 
contrary to the Trezise recommended finding, that the order 
which the Illinois Central and Chicago & Illinois Midland 
sought to have modified applied to one carload or to 2,500 tons 
in multiple carloads, and that, as a condition to putting the pro- 
posed rate of $1.30 a ton into effect, a modification of that order 
was necessary. 

Oral argument was requested by the protesting railroads. 
They asked that after argument and decision on the present 
report, if the Commission did not adopt the proposed finding, 
a proposed report on the merits be issued. 

In exceptions to the proposed report, the Illinois Central 
said it submitted that the examiner erred in finding that the 
Commission lacked jurisdiction in this proceeding to consider 
the proposed intrastate rate of $1.30 a ton subject to an aggre- 
gate minimum of 2,500 tons. It said it was significant that in 
this particular situation the very purpose of the Commission's 
order in this case, that is, to prevent the Illinois intrastate coal 
traffic from bearing less than its fair share of the transportation 
burden had been defeated by reason of the diversion of the great 
bulk of the heavy coal movement to the Edison Commonwealth 
plants in Chicago from the all-rail routes to the rail-barge route 
via Havana since the minimum rate prescribed by the order of 
May 10, 1932, became effective. Only by the establishment of 
the reduced rate here proposed, it said, might the Illinois Cen- 
tral or any other rail carrier in Illinois, except the Chicago & 
Illinois Midland, obtain any revenue whatsoever from this traffic 
to contribute to the maintenance of an adequate transportation 
system 

Establishment of the proposed rate, it added, would protect 
and increase substantially the revenues of the Illinois Central. 
The proposed rate, it said, was so restricted as to apply, for all 
practical purposes only to the specific tonnage which had been 
diverted to the rail-barge route and its establishment, there- 
fore, would not cause any diminution of the revenue which the 
Illinois Central and the other rail carriers in Illinois were 
receiving from the coal tonnage they were now moving all-rail 
to Chicago. 


The result of the establishment of trainload rates is so 
serious that the Commission should disapprove the examiner’s 
proposed report, say the Northern Illinois Coal Trade Asso- 
ciation and the Middle States Fuels, Inc., in their exceptions 
to that report. 

They said they believed the Commission should deny the 
application and refuse to permit trainload rates to become 
effective, because of their effect on the present rate adjust- 
ment and on interstate commerce. 

The examiner, they contended, erred in making a finding 
that the Commission’s order in this case decided in 182 I. C. C. 
537 and 183 I. C. C. 751, wherein minimum rates were pre- 
scribed on bituminous coal from Illinois mines to Chicago, did 
not apply where coal was moved in multiple carlots. This, they 
said, would have the effect of forcing another proceeding to 
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decide the issues which ought to be decided at this time. In 
other words, they added, if the rates were permitted to becom» 
effective because the order in these cases previously decided di 
not apply where carload shipments were “bunched” for delivery 
then there must be a new thirteenth section proceeding to decig: 
whether such bunching of carload shipments is discriminatory 
against the interstate commerce act. : 

Exception was also taken to the conclusion of the examiner 
which would, if no other proceeding was instituted, they saiq 
permit the applicant to establish the proposed $1.30 rate to Chi. 
cago. Establishment of trainload rates on coal will have 4 
decided effect on the coal rate adjustment, say the exceptors 
It would have a bad effect on the carriers’ revenues, disrup} 
differential relationships, and change markets, they added 
Certainly, they said, no such rates should be established to 
meet water competition, adding that no new business “‘is going 
to be created by the establishment of such rates.” It would 
have the effect of transferring from one form of transportation 
to another form of transportation the same tonnages which 
have been moving, and discriminate against producers and cop. 
sumers, they said. 

“We wonder if the barge line is going to sit by and let 
800,000 tons of coal they are now hauling be returned to the 
rail carriers without at least figuring what their out-of-pocket 
cost might be and reduce their present barge transportation rate 
to retain this business,’ say the exceptors. ‘Certainly the 
barge lines have more at stake than the railroad, because their 
main commodity is coal.” 

The time for reducing rail rates to meet barge competition, 
the exceptors said, was not after the barge movement had 
started but before it actually starts. 

“In this case the business has been lost to the water route.” 
they say. “Restoring this movement to the rail carriers, who 
are aprlicants here, will not scrap the equipment now engaged 
in hauling coal by water, but will just reduce the water carriers’ 
revenue, or divert the equipment to other coal movements, which 
will be just as detrimental to the rail carriers, as a whole, as is 
the present movement here under consideration.” 

The exceptors said the examiner’s proposed report should 
be set aside and definite findings and conclusions made by the 
Commission, taking into consideration a full and complete 
analysis of the evidence and arguments with reference to train- 
load rates. 


“Uniawful”’ Routing by Track Line 


Rejecting unusual contentions by the defense, Judge Sulli- 
van in the federal court at Fargo, N. D., according to an an- 
nouncement by the Commission, on its application, has issued a 
temporary injunction forbidding Consolidated Freightways, 
Inc., its agents, officers, servants, employes, etc., “and all other 
persons in active concert or participating with it directly or in- 
directly transporting or holding itself out to transport” prop- 
erty for the general public by motor vehicle, for compensation 
on United States highway No. 12 between Marmarth, N. D. 
and Miles City, Mont.; also from engaging in such transporta- 
tion unless and until it has a certificate from the Commission. 

According to the announcement the Commission denied 
applications by the defendant, formerly Consolidated Freight 
Lines, Inc., but it has on file petitions for reconsideration. The 
defendant has authority to operate between Pacific coast points 
in Washington, Oregon, California, Idaho, Nevada, Montana, 
North Dakota, Minnesota, Wisconsin and Illinois. 

The defendant, according to the Commission’s announce- 
ment, made the unusual argument that having authority to 
transport generally between the Twin Cities and Seattle and 
Portland it could choose the most practical and economical 
routes. Its practice was to consolidate shipments at Twin 
Cities, ship them to itself by rail from Minneapolis to Mar- 
marth and motor truck over highway No. 12 from Marmarth 
to Miles City, the rail service substitute being set forth in its 
tariffs. The court, said the Commission, held that the de- 
fendant’s rights had been determined by the Commission and 
that its orders could not be made the subject of collateral 
attack in that way. 

Consolidated also contended the Commission had _ not 
shown irreparable damage but the court pointed out that the 
law permitted injunction to prevent violations of the motor 
carrier act. Another contention by the defendant was founded 
on the fact that a criminal information proceeding against !t 
had been dismissed on a demurrer, making this matter res 
adjudicata. The court answered that by observing that the 
demurrer addressed itself to the sufficiency of the information 
brought by the Commission, that the prosecution was in 1938 
before the final determination of the grandfather proceeding 
and that the court rendered no opinion. The announcement 
suggested that the basis of the sustaining of the demurrer was 
that the grandfather proceeding had not been completed. 
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Defense Iron and Steel Rates 






November 29, 1941 





The railroads have declined for a second time to make 
deep cuts in the westbound transcontinental rates on iron and 
steel requested by several governmental agencies through 
G. Lloyd Wilson, director of traffic of the OPA (see Traffic 
World, November 22, p. 1335). The second refusal was in the 
form of a disapproval of Transcontinental Freight Bureau pro- 
posal No. 24440, under which the request had been formally 
filed with the bureau. On November 25, J. G. Stubbs, chair- 
man of the bureau, conveyed that decision to Mr. Wilson in a 
letter signed by himself in behalf of the traffic executives 
of the members of the bureau. Because those executives had 
considered the matter in earlier informal conferences, it was 
not handled, in the normal manner, through the bureau’s 
standing rate committee. 

The proposal as filed was indentical with that put before 
an informal conference of rail traffic executives in August, 
after those executives had declined a “postage-stamp” plan 
submitted late in June (see Traffic World, July 5, p. 21). Mr. 
Stubbs’ letter turning down the formal proposal points out 
that none of the three main factors bearing on the question has 
changed since the first refusal. Those factors are the measure 
of the reduction proposed by OPA; the arguments set forth 
by the proponents for the reductions, and the reasons which 
caused the earlier refusal to grant the request. The latter 
included assertion by the railroads’ committee that the dif- 
ficulties confronting iron and steel because of the reductions 
in intercoastal water service were no different than those faced 
by other commodities and that reductions in the iron and steel 
rates based on that fact would bring demands for reductions 
in the rates on those other commodities; that the government 
could not reasonably ask the railroads to reduce the price of 
its services in the face of rising operating costs when, at the 
same time, it was paying higher prices for the transported 
commodities, and that the existing transcontinental iron and 
steel rates were not unreasonably high. 

Disposition of the bureau’s docket was made without 
public hearing, no request for such a hearing having been 
received. 

The standing rate committee of the bureau has placed on its 
docket proposal No. 24470, to increase the transcontinental ex- 
port iron and steel rate from Chicago. The present rate is 44 
cents, as compared with the domestic rate of $1.10. It was 
pointed out, however, that, until the recent change of loading 
ports on Oriental traffic from the Atlantic and Gulf to the 
Pacific, little or no traffic moved on the 44-cent rate. That rate 
was obviously too low to do anything more than pay the out-of- 
pocket cost on the traffic that has developed since the emer- 
gency began, it was said. The Committee’s proposal is either 
to cancel the item, thus putting the export traffic on the domestic 
rate basis, or to make a specific increase in the export rate so as 
to bring that rate ‘‘to a level more in keeping with present 
conditions.” 





FABRICATED STEEL RATE PROTEST 


The joint traffic conference of steel producers in the Pitts- 
burgh district has entered a protest against the proposal of the 
Intercoastal Steamship Freight Association to increase from 55 
to 64 cents a hundred pounds, the rate on specified fabricated 
steel items from Atlantic and Gulf ports to Pacific Coast ports. 
The proposal is contained in the Intercoastal Association’s 
docket No. 2539 and covers iron and steel, oil, water and gas 
well derricks, knocked down; iron or steel tanks, k. d., and iron 
or steel tank towers, k. d. 

The shippers point out, in a communcation sent to the 
Intercoastal Association by H. N. Holdren, chairman of the 
conference, that there has been no substantial change in con- 
ditions since, at an earlier conference, a rate differential of 
) cents was agreed on for the fabricated materials mentioned 
over unfabricated steel. Other reasons put forth by the con- 
ference against the addition of 9 cents to that differential in- 
clude the absence of “economic and commercial justification at 
the present time”; the fact that the railroads are not consider- 
ing comparable increases; the alleged complaint of some inter- 
Coastal lines that “their ships are presently running light’; 
the construction of rolling mills on the Pacific Coast; the pos- 
sible adverse effect on the national defense program because 
of the inability of eastern fabricators to compete with those on 
the Pacific Coast under the higher rate, although the latter do 
not possess sufficient capacity to meet the emergency require- 
ments, and the allegation that “such arbitrary rate increases 
would be inflationary and diametrically opposite to the pre- 
as policy of the United States government to prevent 
inflation.” 

Harry S. Brown, chairman of the Intercoastal Steamship 
Freight Association, said the association would press its pro- 
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posal for the increase. He made public a letter received by the 
association from the Pacific Coast Fabricators’ Association sup- 
porting the 9-cent increase as designed to bring the rates on 
the commodities involved in line with those on other fabricated 
iron and steel items. 


ORDNANCE PLANT RATES 


Without explanation, Eugene Morris, in behalf of Central 
Freight Association railroads has withdrawn a request filed by 
him that the Commission do not grant a request by the Central 
States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., contained in its 103rd petition 
for modification of its order in Ex Parte MC 21, so as to per- 
mit the motor carriers, without requesting special permission, 
to establish, on one day’s notice, rates to and from points at 
which ordnance or other manufacturing plants have been or 
will be erected on account of the “national emergency” (see 
Traffic World, Nov. 22). 

The railroads on behalf of which the request was filed, 
said <% Morris, had now authorized him to request its with- 
drawal. 


SOUTHERN RELEASED RATES 


The Commission, by Commissioner Aitchison, to whom the 
matter was referred for action, on petition of F. D. Miller, in 
released rates order No. 1067, has authorized all railroads 
that are or hereafter may become parties to Southern Classifi- 
cation, Dulaney’s I. C. C. No. 84, supplements thereto or re- 
issues thereof, to establish released carload rates for trans- 
portation between points where class rates are in effect gov- 
erned by that classification, on shipments consisting of or in- 
cluding commodities which, if transported between the same 
points in the absence of classification exceptions or commodity 
rates, would be subject to released class rates under. the pro- 
visions of the Southern Classification. In other words, to estab- 
lish released rates on such traffic just as if it were moving on 
class rates instead of exceptions to the classification or com- 
modity rates. The authorization is subject to the following 
conditions: 


That the shipper shall not be required, as a condition precedent to 
obtaining any released rate herein authorized, to declare or agree to a 
valuation of any shipment or portion of a shipment lower than would 
be necessary, in the absence of, classification exceptions and commodity 
rates, to obtain the lowest class rate from point of origin to destina- 
tion provided for such shipment in the Southern Classification. 

That contemporaneously with the released rates herein authorized 
the carriers shall maintain from and to the same points rates not 
more than 25 per cent higher for application to shipments, or portions 
thereof, of which the value, as declared in writing to the carrier by 
the shipper, exceeds that upon which the released rates are conditioned. 





New England Motor Rates 


The Eastern Motor Freight Conference, Inc., Commercial 
Motor Vehicle Association of Maine, and the Atlantic Seaboard 
Motor Carrier Conference, seemingly, started a good deal, es- 
pecially among the representatives of shippers when they asked 
the Commission to reopen Ex Parte MC 22, New England motor 
carrier rates (see Traffic World, Nov. 22, p. 1334), on the 
theory, among other things, that the record on which Examiner 
Cromwell Warner based his proposed report putting the New 
England motor rates on a basis giving weight density prac- 
tically controlling importance, on the allegation that the rec- 
ord back of the proposed report was stale. 

Opposing the petition, central territory shippers repre- 
sented by a committee composed of L. F. Orr, W. H. Ott, Allen 
Dean, H. A. Hollopeter and A. H. Schwietert, observe that a 
relatively small group of motor carriers known as the Eastern 
Motor Freight Conference, Inc., is here seeking greater oppor- 
tunities to pick and choose traffic and to promote further un- 
sound expansion of motor carrier facilities. They are urging 
that the unprecedented production and expansion and corre- 
sponding increases in traffic and revenues be taken, they say, 
as the basis to obtain further hearings in a proceeding that 
was inaugurated primarily for the purpose of determining 
whether New England truck rates should continue to be con- 
structed so to reflect the inherent advantages of highway trans- 
portation. 

The committee said it was significant that with a minimum 
order predicated on the New England theory of rate making, 
these carriers transformed a deficit of $542,125 in 1937 to a 
net operating revenue of $115,307 in 1938; further, that they 
showed a 918 per cent increase in net operating revenue in 
1940 over 1938, a 1802 per cent increase in net operating rev- 
enue for the first half of 1941 over the entire year of 1938. 
It was also significant, the committee said, that the net operat- 
ing revenue in New England for the first half of 1941 was 140 
per cent greater than their revenue for the entire year of 1939 
and was approximately double their revenue in 1940 in which 
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year this record was closed, their net operating revenue for the 
first half of 1941 being $2,193,394. 

The balance of the United States where the trucks had 
used the railroad rates as a basis for truck rates, they said, 
did not show nearly the improvement in net operating revenue 
for 1938 over 1937 that was shown by New England. These 
other carriers, the committee said, only showed an increase in 
net operating revenue of 125 per cent in 1940 over 1938 com- 
pared with 918 per cent increase in New England. Their 
earnings in the first half of 1941, the committee said, only 
showed a slight increase over the total of 1938 while New 
England carriers were showing an increase of 1802 per cent. 

“While we do not have complete data for the third quar- 
ter,” says the committee, “the advance information we have 
does not justify the gloomy forebodings indulged in by peti- 
tioners. From these facts we are led to urge that the claims 
made as grounds for further hearing very largely consist of 
categorical statements which can not be supported.” 

The committee submitted that the facts conclusively proved 
that the method of rate making employed by the carriers in 
New England were sounder and much better suited for pricing 
highway transportation service than the rail bases which the 
petitioners “were here seeking to force on New England.” 
Should there be need for additional revenue at some future 
date which the committee said did not deem necessary at this 
time, it urged that this question of revenue be tried on its 
merits when and if the need arose and be not confused with 
the question of proper rates and classifications for highway 
transportation which was the primary question here in issue. 
Besides, other interested parties, the committee said, should 
not be subjected to this further and unnecessary hearing after 
all the facts had already been so fully explored in this record 
and especially at a time like this when every effort should 
be made to count, “and we all have more work that is neces- 
sary for us to do than can possibly be done, without wasting 
valuable time on a useless hearing such as has here been 
suggested at such a critical period.” The committee asked 
that the petition be denied and that the investigation proceed 
to a decision on the record as made. 

The New England Motor Rate Bureau, Inc., also opposing 
the petition, points out that the order in this case is a min- 
imum rate order, leaving carriers free to file rates on a higher 
basis if desired. It said that opportunities for increases would 
be thwarted by entry on a new inquiry. It said that if any 
part of the petition was an attack on the examiner’s proposed 
report the proper and expeditious course was through the 
filing of exceptions. 

The Manufacturers’ Association of Connecticut, after cit- 
ing many statistics as to traffic in New England, said it could 
not concur in the idea that there was any necessity for a fur- 
ther hearing on a record which it suggested was fully developed. 

The Middle Atlantic Shippers’ Motor Carrier Committee 
submitted that in view of the “minimum basis” character of 
the proceeding, increased costs, if they existed, even though 
they might justify a further hearing, were no justification what- 
ever for delay in a decision on the present record. 

The New England Traffic League and the Boston Cham- 
ber of Commerce, in reply to the petition of the Eastern Motor 
Freight Conference, Inc., and others, for a further supplemental 
hearing and a new recommended report and order in Ex Parte 
MC 22, motor carrier rates in New England, submitted that 
in the public interest the petition should be denied “and every 
effort made to bring the classification and rate issues involved 
to an early conclusion.” If favorably acted on, says the reply, 
the petition will further delay the establishment of a defensible 
class-rate structure in the New England area. 


“It may well be that some of the developments to which 
petitioners refer will sooner or later necessitate some increase 
of the class rates at issue, but we submit that if and when 
that time arrives, the course is clear for the respondents to 
initiate such readjustments as in their judgment changed condi- 
tions justify,” says the reply. “This appears to us to be the 
proper course to pursue in a proceeding of the type at issue, 
and we seriously doubt if the particular cases cited by the 
petitioners necessitate any different treatment.” 


CENTRAL STATES MOTOR RATES 


The Commission, by division 5, has reopened Ex Parte 
MC 21, central territory motor carrier rates, for further hear- 
ing December 16 at Hotel Sherman, Chicago, Ill., before Ex- 
aminer Walter Cantrell, in connection with matters presented 
in petitions of the Central States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., 
and others, for modification of the Commission’s orders in that 
case. The further hearing will respect rates on the following 
commodities between all points in the territory included: 


Truckload shipments of automobile parts as described in notes 50, 
60, and 70 of tariff No. 15-A of Central States Motor Freight Bureau, 
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Inc., MF-I. C. C. No. B-184 (W. L. Meyers’ series), and less-than-truck.- 
load shipments of candy, confectionery, and related products as de 
scribed in Item No. 4040 of tariff No. 15A of Central States Motor Freight 
Bureau, Inc., MF-I. C. C. No. B-184 (W. L. Meyers’ series) and Items 
Nos, 150, 155, and 156 of tariff No. 216-A of Central States Motor Freight 
Bureau, Inc., MF-I. C. C. No. 35. 





N. Y. O. & W. RECONSTRUCTION FINANCING 


In a notice to the public, in Finance No. 13452, New York, 
Ontario & Western Railway Co., reconstruction financing, and 
Finance No. 13457, New York, Ontario & Western Railway Co, 
trustee’s equipment-trust certificates, Secretary Bartel has 
announced approval by the Commission, division 4, of the 
applications of the trustee of the New York, Ontario & Western 
for authority to assume obligation and liability in respect of 
not exceeding $162,000 of equipment-trust certificates, and for 
the purchase of the certificates by the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation. The proceeds are to be used to complete pay- 
ment of the purchase price on five 44-ton Diesel-electric switch- 
ing locomotives. 


ERROR IN MOTOR NOTICE 


The Commission has issued a notice in MC 3575, Sub. No. 1, 
Bernd Trux, Inc., extension—Twin Cities area calling attention 
to an error in a prior notice served on the parties. The cor- 
rection notice says: 


On October 16, 1941, a notice was served on the parties in the 
above-entitled preceeding tc the effect that no exceptions to the recom- 
mended order and report of joint board No. 145 were filed, that the 
Commission had not stayed or postponed the said order, and that the 
said order accordingly had become the order of the Commission and 
had become effective as cf October 16, 1941. This notice was in error 
in that exceptions to the recommended report of joint board No. 145 
were seasonably filed by certain protesting rail carriers, and the order 
in the proceeding did not become “he order of the Commission. A 
reply was filed by the applicant to the protestants’ exceptions, and 
the proceeding stands submitted for decision. 





Threatened Water Extinction 


“Unless common carriers by water are permitted to have 
rates lower than those in effect by the corresponding all-rail, 
or all-motor route, experience has proven their usefulness and 
value is curtailed to the point of threatened extinction,” says 
a brief of the Southern Water Carrier Conference in I. and S. 
No. 5044, cotton piece goods from Texas origins to New Or- 
leans, La., in opposition to the proposal of southwestern rail- 
roads to establish reduced all-rail rates on cotton piece goods, 
unfinished, subject to minima of 7,000 and 30,000 pounds, from 
Texas origins to New Orleans. 

“Failing in that means the ultimate abandonment of com- 
mon carrier operation on the Intracoastal Canal.” 

The conference said it believed such a result would be 
contrary to the will of Congress as expressed in the transpor- 
tation act of 1940, and also at variance with the intent of 
Congress as expressed in the continued appropriations for im- 
provements of “our rivers’ and the Intracoastal Canal. The 
latter, it pointed out, was not yet completed, the link from 
Freeport, Tex., to Corpus Christi, Tex., now being scheduled 
for opening to navigation by Jan. 1, 1942. 

The railroads claim that the proposed rates are necessary 
to permit them to participate in the movement of traffic as 
against the motor-barge route via Houston. This contention, 
the conference says, is without foundation of fact. It said it 
saw no good to be accomplished by permitting the proposed 
rail rates to become effective, for the reason that the River 
Terminals Corporation, as stated by Witness Moore for that 
company, would take such steps as would enable it to remain 
in a competitive position with the all-rail route on the traffic. 
Such action, no doubt, it added, would also be taken by Coyle 
Lines, which also operated on the Intracoastal Canal. The confer- 
ence said it believed the Commission would not require the barge 
lines to sacrifice revenue in an effort to hold their participa- 
tion in the traffic, by permitting the proposed all-rail rates to 
become effective. Reductions, it added, were not necessary in 
public interest and necessity and were not supported by any 
shipper and receiver. 


EXPLOSIVES REGULATIONS 


The Commission, by division 3, by order in No. 3666, regula- 
tions for the transportation of explosives, has added to the 
regulations heretofore adopted, those agreed on in conferences 
and hearings held in September, effective on and after Feb. 1, 
1942. This proceeding also embraces Ex Parte MC 13, motor 
carrier safety regulations. 
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Miscellaneous Decisions 
Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 
(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, 


published by West Publishing Company, St. Paul, Minn. 
Copyright, 1941, by West Publishing Company.) 





REGULATION OF COMMON CARRIERS 


(District Court, D. Connecticut.) Evidence supported find- 
ings of Interstate Commerce Commission that by far greater 
part of business on branch line of railroad had been contributed 
by a very few shippers, that the largest shipper had made ar- 
rangements to move his location, and that the next largest ship- 
per had made an arrangement to receive its freight elsewhere, 
which findings were basis of an order authorizing abandonment 
of the branch line. Transportation Act 1920, Sec. 402, 49 U. 
§.C. A. Sec. 1 (18). 

Prior to Transportation Act of 1920, where it appeared that 
branch line of railroad barely paid out of pocket cost of its 
operation and that it contributed nothing toward fixed charges 
and overhead essential to the continued operation of the sys- 
tem, a railroad, at least in absence of charter provisions to 
the contrary, could abandon branch line at will, but by Trans- 
portation Act of 1920, the right of abandonment was subjected 
to supervision of the Interstate Commerce Commission. Trans- 
portation Act 1920, Sec. 402, 49 U. S. C. A. Sec. 1 (18). 

In determining whether it should grant a certificate au- 
thorizing railroad to abandon one of its branch lines, Interstate 
Commerce Commission need not determine with mathematical 
exactness the extent of the burden imposed upon interstate 
commerce by the operation of the branch line, but rather the 
Transportation Act of 1920 contemplates that the Commission 
should make a considered balance of the respective conflicting 
interests, its effort being to decide what fairness to all con- 
cerned demands. Transportation Act 1920, Sec. 402, 49 U. S. 
C. A. Sec. 1 (18). 

A complaint by an abutting owner to review order of In- 
terstate Commerce Commission granting a certificate authoriz- 
ing railroad to abandon one of its branch lines would be dis- 
missed for want of equity where it appeared that Commission, 
in granting certificate, considered fully the effect of an aban- 
donment on the plaintiff and the shippers and the public in the 
territory affected and had noticed that the injurious effects 
were somewhat mitigated by existence of several other nearby 
freight stations on the railroad. Transportation Act 1920, Sec. 
402,49 U. S. C. A. Sec. 1 (18). 

Where Interstate Commerce Commission has decided that 
an abandonment of a branch line of a railroad should be au- 
thorized, it does not lie within the province of federal] District 
Court to interfere with Commission’s conclusion, if such con- 
clusion is fully supported by the underlying record. Transpor- 
tation Act 1920, Sec. 402, 49 U. S. C. A. Sec. 1 (18). 

Under the Transportation Act of 1920, neither an abutting 
owner nor a shipper is entitled to a formal hearing on a pro- 
posed abandonment of a railroad line as of right. Transporta- 
tion Act 1920, Sec. 402, 49 U. S. C. A. Sec. 1 (18); Interstate 
seer Act, Secs. 1 (19), 20a (6); 49 U. S. C. A. Secs. 1 (19), 
20a (6). 

In absence of some statute, neither an abutting owner nor 
a shipper has a cause of action against a carrier for threatened 
or actual abandonment of part of its line, even though financial 
loss may exist, but rather such loss is damnum absque injuria. 

The Transportation Act of 1920 requiring railroad to se- 
cure certificate from Interstate Commerce Commission author- 
izing abandonment of any of its lines does not create a sub- 
stantive interest in a shipper or an abutting owner which is 
entitled to protection against the abandonment by the carrier 
pursuant to a certificate by the Commission, and therefore 
an abutting owner can not complain of alleged or real errors 
In Commission’s procedure in granting the certificate. Trans- 
portation Act 1920, Sec. 402, 49 U. S. C. A. Sec. 1 (18). 

A suit which discloses merely damnum absque injuria in- 
Volves no “justiciable case or controversy.” 

A procedure adopted by Interstate Commerce Commission, 
on application of railroad for certificate authorizing abandon- 
ment of one of its lines, in delegating to Public Utilities Com- 
mission of Connecticut the task of taking the testimony and 
thereafter having transcript of the evidence, which was re- 
ported by official reporters for Interstate Commerce Commis- 
Sion, submitted to the Interstate Commerce Commission for 
Consideration and decision, was similar to taking testimony of 
distant witnesses by depositions in a judicial procedure, and 
Was in no respect in conflict with the underlying laws. Trans- 


1397 


portation Act 1920, Sec. 402, 49 U. S. C. A. Sec. 1 (18); In- 
recy Commerce Act, Secs. 3, 13 (3), 49 U. S. C. A. Secs. 3, 
13 (3). 

The section of Motor Carrier Act of 1935 providing that 
all matters in which a hearing is required or desirable shall be 
heard as Interstate Commerce Commission shall determine, 
and which provides that matters may be referred to a member 
or to an examiner and prescribes the procedure for matters so 
referred, even if applicable, was not inconsistent with procedure 
adopted by the Commission, in application of railroad for cer- 
tificate authorizing abandonment of one of its lines, in dele- 
gating to the Public Utilities Commission of Connecticut the 
task of taking the testimony. Transportation Act 1920, Sec. 
402, 49 U. S. C. A. Sec. 1 (18); Motor Carrier Act, Sec. 205, 
49 U.S. C. A. Sec. 305. 

An abutting owner who appeared and participated in hear- 
ing held at Hartford, Connecticut, before a member of Pub- 
lic Utilities Commission of Connecticut, under direction of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, for purpose of taking testi- 
mony on application of a railroad for certificate authorizing 
abandonment of one of its lines, and who thereafter submitted 
his case by brief to a division of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, and thereafter unsuccessfully applied for a rehearing 
before the full Interstate Commerce Commission, could be 
said to have had a legal “hearing” in the fullest sense of such 
phrase, even though abutting owner was not entitled to such 
a hearing under Transportation Act of 1920 as a matter of 
right. Transportation Act 1920, Sec. 402, 49 U. S. C. A. Sec. 
1 (18). (Woodruff vs. United States, 40 Fed. Supp. 949.) 


C. and N. W. Reorganization 


Nine parties to the Chicago and North Western reorgan- 
ization case have, as appellees, filed briefs in the circuit court 
of appeals at Chicago in answer to briefs on appeal from the 
federal district court orders approving and confirming the 
plan (see Traffic World, Nov. 1, p. 1142, and Nov. 8, p. 1246). 

The so-called life insurance and mutual savings bank 
groups, which together hold $117,686,000 of $305,821,000 of 
various outstanding bond issues of the debtor, in a 154-page 
joint brief, take the position that the plan approved by the 
Commission and the district. court, though not perfect, is as 
“good” as can be devised. ‘Taking up first the debtor’s ob- 
jection that the district court should have exercised judicial 
authority in overruling Commission findings of fact, the brief 
says the district court reviewed the entire record made before 
the Commission and reached its own independent judgment on 
all fundamental issues. The debtor’s contention that the Com- 
mission should have made a finding of the company’s property 
value before approving the plan, says the brief, is wrong be- 
cause the bankruptcy act does not require such a finding. 

As to the debtor’s contention that the stockholders were 
being deprived of equity unjustly, the brief says “the value 
of the equity of the stockholders was disappearing throughout 
the decade of the twenties, due primarily to the development 
of new forms of competitive transportation, and the business 
depression following the crash of 1929 made the facts evident 
to everyone, added to their intensity, and made necessary the 
findings by the Commission that the equity of the stockholders 
had lost every vestige of value.” The company’s debt between 
1920 and 1930 increased from $223,150,000 to $351,650,000, the 
brief says. It says the debtor’s argument, that the Commis- 
sion’s estimate of future normal earnings were pessimistic, is 
wrong. The debtor’s estimate of earnings of 1941 of $26,580,000 
is too high, it says, because federal income taxes and new wage 
increases will leave the debtor with a maximum net income 
of $16,277,000, which would be $10,000,000 less than needed to 
pay all fixed and contingent interest and preferred and com- 
mon stock dividends provided for in the plan. 

The brief says the State Line and Sparta divisions are not 
to be deprived of their just share of new bonds and stock under 
the plan. Those two bridge lines, it says, based their objec- 
tions to the plan on the theory that segregation studies, rather 
than severance studies, of the value of the lines to the system 
should be used to determine the apportionment of new securi- 
ties for the owners of those lines. The brief says the segrega- 
tion studies result in “fantastic” values of bridge lines. 

Though 97 per cent of all holders of the company’s first 
and refunding mortgage bonds voted to accept the plan, the 
City Bank Farmers Trust Company, trustee under that mort- 
gage, nevertheless appealed on the ground that the Recon- 
struction Finance Corporation would receive unduly favorable 
treatment under the plan, the brief says. The brief says the 
R. F. C. will receive far less than its claim, and, holding as 
collateral for loans approximately half the outstanding issue 
of first and refunding bonds, will be treated no more favorably 
than other holders of those bonds. 

In its brief, the R. F. C. takes the position that present 
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A FREIGHT TRAIN 56 MILES LONG! That’s what 
you'd have if you lined up all the new cars 
bought by the Northern Pacific Railway in 
the last three years. 
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ESE weigh as much as a U. S. 
Yet this giant new N. P. loco- 
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ingly easy. The cost? About a 
amillion dollars. 
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To National Defense! 


PicTuRED on these pages are some of the $22,000,000 
worth of new rolling stock that has been part of Northern 
Pacific Railway’s contribution to rail transportation progress 
during the present emergency. 


As America geared itself to the new problems presented by 
national defense, N. P. was ready with 2,500 new freight cars 
delivered in 1940. Another 2,000 ordered last winter are 
now in service, and 2,200 more will be delivered shortly. 


A fleet of new diesel switch engines has just gone into 
service, and 14 fast new road locomotives are being added 
to speed the regular traffic and defense shipments that are 
making more and more urgent call on the vast natural re- 
sources of the rich country served by the Northern Pacific— 
““Main Street of the Northwest.” 


R. W. CLARK, Vice-President — Traffic, St. Paul, Minnesota 
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stockholders in the company have no equity. The stockholders, 
says the brief, “are not entitled to share in the distribution 
of securities of the reorganized company unless and until 
claims of all creditors have been satisfied,” and those claims 
are not wholly satisfied under the plan. Not one of the con- 
tentions made by any of the appellants has merit, it says. In 
future normal years, the R. F. C. will receive approximately 
3 per cent on its investment in the company, and not as high 
as 8 per cent as contended by some appellants, the brief says. 
Continuing, it says: 


The debtor calls the R. F. C. an “‘incubus.’’ The use of the word 
“incubus” by the debtor—even in the wrong context—is significant. 
It indicates that the debtor hds not been sleeping well o’ nights. The 
word to us means (1) nightmare, or (2) depressing weights or burdens. 
A debtor facing ever mounting ugly red figures in its interest account 
correctly, in theory at least, has had many nightmares and probably 
feels the ever heavy and insuperable burden of satisfying creditors 
out of an insufficient amount and value of new securities. 


As far as the debtor’s brief contemplates prospective earn- 
ings, it “is devoted to the picturing of green fields far away,” 
says the R. F. C. brief. 

Charles M. Thomson, trustee, confines his brief to support- 
ing the Commission’s contention that the State Line and its 
attorneys should receive, not $31,125 as claimed, but a maxi- 
mum of $14,750. 

The United States Trust Company of New York, trustee 
under the general mortgage, in its brief, contends that the plan 
is correct as far as it is based on severance studies of the value 
to the system of bridge divisions. The Chemical Bank and Trust 
Company, trustee of the mortgage of the Peoria division, in its 
brief, says it considers the treatment of that division unjust 
because severance rather than segregation studies were used 
as a basis for allotments of new securities to the division. The 
trustee decided not to appeal, however, because 99 per cent of 
the holders of the Peoria bonds voted to approve the plan, says 
the brief. It adds that the stockholders’ appeals are in error. 

Trustees under mortgages on the Des Plaines and the 
Sioux City divisions, in briefs, take the position that the new 
securities to be issued to holders of those lines’ bonds should 
bear 4 per cent interest, rather than 3% per cent, as the debtor 
contends. 

A brief submitted on behalf of George W. Bovenizer, et al., 
a committee for holders of collateral notes, says the allotment 
of new securities to those noteholders is not as favorable as 
desired, but says the committee offers no objection to the plan. 





WASHINGTON TRUCKER FINED 


On pleas of nolo contendere to informations charging viola- 
tions of the motor carrier act, the Washington, D. C., police 
court, November 21, imposed fines totaling $1,175 against Rich- 
ard M. O’Boyle, doing business as M. I. O’Boyle & Sons, Wash- 
ington, D. C., engaged in transferring oil from Baltimore, Md., 
through Fairfax, Va., to Virginia points, and two of his drivers, 
Lester W. Shutt and Howard A. Burke. Charges were brought 
by the Commission. 

O’Boyle was charged with operating without a certificate 
and without rates on file with the Commission, allowing his 
drivers to work overtime, failing to have new drivers med- 
ically examined, and abetting in the falsification of records. 
Shutt and Burke were fined $75 and $30, respectively, on 
charges of falsifying their truck logs. 


Cc. & N. W. Abandonment 


Nebraska as a state and the railroad labor organizations 
argued earnestly, Nov. 25, in Finance No. 13172, Chicago & 
North Western trustee abandonment, against the Commission’s 
permitting the trustee of that railroad to abandon that part of 
the line extending from Linwood to Hastings, Neb., a distance of 
about 102.6 miles, built in 1887, with the aid of money fur- 
nished by some of the Nebraska counties. 

Nye F. Morehouse, for the railroad, represented the matter 
as one of hopelessness because since 1935 the branch had been a 
deficit road and a burden on the main part of the system. 

H. E. Kokjer, for the state, argued that a better day had 
already dawned, the drought, which for a number of years had 
continued the low earnings estate beyond the depression years 
being gone. He called attention to the fact, as he said, the rail- 
road had not even approached the labor unions to find out 
whether they would make concessions in an effort to help the 
carrier. 

“Every time I hear a railroad man talk,” said Mr. Kokjer, 
“my mouth goes down at the corners. But the railroads have 
not yet realized that their buisness is no longer monopolistic 
and that solicitation and better service with newer equipment 
would give them more business. I’m not arguing for a reduc- 
tion in wages but Mr. Luhrsen says the unions have not even 
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approached the unions with a view to having them make con. 
cessions. These men know that abandonment means none of 
them will have a job. The railroad officers cry about the 
trucks but they know that this is not a less-carload section anq 
that in normal times there could not be enough trucks in that 
country to haul the wheat.” 

J. G. Luhrsen backed up the representative of the state 
about the railroad officers having not approached the unions 
that are members of the Railroad Labor Executives Association 
for which he, as secretary, was speaking. Arguments were on 
the proposed report by Examiner A. G. Nye, who recommended 
that the application for abandonment be granted (see Traffic 
World Aug. 23, p. 468) saying there was nothing in the record 
which indicated that the traffic now being handled by motor 
trucks could be recovered, or that any industries would be 
located within the area and furnish a volume of business suf. 
ficient to warrant keeping the line in operation. 


KEESHIN INJUNCTION CASE 


Judge John P. Barnes in federal court at Chicago Novem- 
ber 25, at the close of a hearing in civil No. 3128, Commission 
and government vs. Keeshin Motor Express Company, said he 
would issue an order granting the plaintiffs’ petition for a 
permanent injunction restraining the trucking company from 
charging intrastate rates on shipments moving from Chicago 
to how St. Louis via St. Louis (see Traffic World, Nov. 22, 
p. : 

According to a stipulation in the case entered by the par- 
ties, November 17, the defendant charged intrastate rates on 
approximately 35 per cent of 2,144 less truckload shipments 
moving from Chicago to East St. Louis via St. Louis between 
October, 1940, and September, 1941. Luther M. Walter, attor- 
ney for the defendant, said the trucking company’s clerical staff 
had billed shippers at the intrastate rates, rather than at the 
legally applicable and higher interstate rates, by inadvertence. 
He admitted that the company had continued to collect the 
improper charges after February, 1941, when the Commission 
had informed the company that the wrong charges were be- 
ing assessed. He said the per cent of errors had been cut in 
half in recent months. He asked the court not to impose the 
“restrictive terms” of an injunction on the defendant, because 
the Keeshin Company had not intended to violate the act. 

Judge Barnes said he thought the errors in recent months, 
estimated at approximately 15 per cent of all shipments over 
the route, still were too numerous. He instructed Colin Smith, 
attorney for the Commission’s motor carrier bureau, to prepare 
findings of fact and conclusions of law in conformity with the 
judge’s statement that the injunction should be granted. 


Motor Act Prosecutions 


(Digests of statements issued by the Secretary of the Commis- 
sion concerning prosecutions, in federal courts, for violations of 
motor carrier provisions of the interstate commerce act or of Com- 
mission rules and regulations thereunder, appear below.) 


Northern Texas district, at Wichita Falls. Henry Ernest 
Wilson, engaged in the general produce business at Electra, 
Tex., under the name of Economy Produce Co., fined $240 on a 
plea of guilty to an information charging operation as a contract 
carrier without authority, and with so operating without having 
a schedule of rates and security for the protection of the 
public on file with the Commission. 

Kansas district, at Ft. Scott. Bert L. Martin fined $125 
on a plea of guilty to an information of 10 counts charging 
operation without authority, without rates and charges on file 
with the Commission, without issuing receipts or bills of lad- 
ing, and failure to keep driver’s logs. The defendant was 
placed on probation for two years with respect to 5 counts of 
the information. 

Eastern Michigan district, at Bay City. Dick DeWitt, of 
Fremont, Mich., and Fred C. Pernert, of St. Louis, Mich., fined 
$250 each on pleas of guilty to an information charging DeWitt, 
as principal, and Pernet, as aider and abettor, with transport- 
ing property without a certificate and with fraudulently seeking 
to evade and defeat regulation. 

Western Washington district, at Seattle. Sydney S. Bland 
and Orson E. Stewart, of Seattle, fined $1,000 on pleas of guilty 
to a 21-count information charging operation as a common car- 
rier without authority. The fine was imposed on 5 counts, 
the remaining counts being suspended and defendants placed on 
probation for 5 years. 


COAL TRADE ASSN. OF INDIANA 
In The Traffic World, Nov. 22, p. 1330, in item headed, 
“Tllinois State Coal Rates,” first line, the Coal Trade Associa- 
tion of Illinois should have been the Coal Trade Association 
of Indiana. 
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Pacifie Coast Delivery Time 


The action of the western railroads in increasing by 24 
hours the transit time on westbound transcontinental freight 
from Chicago and St. Louis to the Pacific Coast (see Traffic 
World, Nov. 22, p. 1349), is inconsistent with the campaign of 
the railroads to persuade shippers “to unload more promptly 
and reduce the turn-around period” of freight cars, says A. H. 
Schwietert, traffic director, Chicago Association of Commerce, 
in a letter to C. H. Buford, vice-president, operations and 
maintenance department, Association of American Railroads. 
Mr. Schwietert says he is chairman of the car efficiency com- 
mittee of the Mid-West Shippers’ Advisory Board, and antici- 
ates demands from members of the board for an explanation 
of this inconsistency. He asks Mr. Buford to give him sugges- 
tions as to how to make those explanations. The car service 
division is part of the operations and maintenance department 

ho A. A. BR. 

. "The lengthening of the westbound transcontinental sched- 
ule came as “a complete surprise” to Chicago shippers, says 
Mr. Schwietert in his letter. ; 

“Tt seems to me,” he adds, “that, in view of the active 
campaign being conducted throughout the nation by the re- 
gional shippers’ advisory boards, this subject might have been 
discussed with the shippers before being placed in effect. I 
am somewhat fearful as to the reaction of shippers to a move 
on the part of the carriers to increase their schedules by 24 
hours on such a large movement of traffic, when shippers are 
being constantly urged to reduce loading and unloading time 
in order to provide a more efficient use of available equipment 
and reduce the turn-around period of railroad cars.” } 

The letter calls attention to statements made by car service 
officials that a reduction of 24 hours in the average turn- 
around time of freight cars would increase railroad loading 
capacity by 80,000 cars a week. While there are no exact 
figures as to the total number of westbound transcontinental 
cars, it adds, there must be thousands of such cars moving 
daily “and an increase of 24 hours in the operating schedules 
will certainly affect car supply.” 

Nothing in the railroads’ performance on transcontinental 
freight indicates that sixth morning delivery was too difficult, 
as an operating matter, the letter continues. A recent check 
by the Chicago Association of Commerce showed that on-time 
deliveries of westbound transcontinental and intermountain 
package freight cars was 95 per cent under the six-day schedule, 
it says, and many of the cars “are now arriving ahead of 
schedule at certain points.” ; 

“The views expressed herein are based entirely on our 
earnest desire to cooperate in the interest of the most efficient 
use of available carrier equipment,” the letter concludes, “and, 
while we naturally desire, as a market, to retain sixth morning 
delivery to the Pacific Coast, that matter is secondary to the 
present emergency situation.” 


STOCK YARD SPECIAL CHARGES 


The federal district court at Chicago has further postponed 
to February 2, 1942, hearing in Civil No. 1414, Union Stock 
Yards and Transit Company vs. Baltimore and Ohio, et al. 
Originally set for hearing September 8, the date was later 
postponed to December 8. Parties to the case requested the 
court to change the hearing date. The plaintiff seeks to collect 
approximately $500,000 from 19 railroad defendants as overdue 
charges made by the plaintiff for special handling of live stock 
at loading and unloading platforms at the Chicago yards (see 
Traffic World, Aug. 30, p. 537). 


McARTHUR GRANDFATHER CASE 


A three-judge federal court at Chicago has dismissed a 
petition by Roy and G. A. McArthur, doing business as the 
Anaconda Freight Lines, Chicago, for an injunction preventing 
the government from enforcing the Commission’s order of Jan- 
lary 11 in MC 75732, in which the McArthurs’ grandfather ap- 
plication was denied, and for an order setting aside the Com- 
mission’s decision. The Traffic World last week erroneously 
reported that the court had granted the petition (see Traffic 
World, Nov. 22, p. 1338). 

The plaintiffs took the position that the Commission did 
not have the right to revoke its order of May, 1938, in which 
it granted the applicants authority to operate as a common 
carrier of household goods between Chicago and points in the 
United States. The defendants contended that the order, issued 
May, 1938, was only a “compliance” order and that, on a show- 
ing at subsequent hearings that the applicants had not operated 
Continuously since the grandfather date, the Commission had 
the authority to issue a final denial order. 

The court, composed of Will M. Sparks, circuit judge, and 
P. L. Sullivan’ and John P. Barnes, district judges, found that 
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the Commission’s final order was based on full knowledge of 
facts in the case; that the order of May, 1938, was a ‘“com- 
pliance” order only, and that the Commission had the right to 
set aside the original order on the basis of facts presented 
before the Commission. 

According to the Commission’s Bureau of law the tech- 
nicalities of the matter probably caused an erroneous state- 
ment to be made regarding Civil No. 3046, Roy McArthur and 
G. A. McArthur, doing business as Anaconda Freight Lines, 
Chicago, vs. United States and the Commission (see Traffic 
World, Nov. 22, p. 1338). The bureau says the three-judge fed- 
eral court at Chicago sustained the Commission’s order and 
did not, as stated, set aside its order denying a certificate. The 
court, however, did, according to the same authority, stay the 
enforcement of the order of denial while the matter was on 
appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States. The stay- 
ing was done on notice from the plaintiff of an intention to 
appeal the case. 


Freight Forwarder Regulation 


Vice-President Wallace has appointed the following as 
Senate conferees on S. 210, the freight forwarder regulation 
bill: Senators Wheeler, of Montana; Truman, of Missouri; Hill, 
of Alabama; White, of Maine, and Reed, of Kansas. All these 
conferees are members of the Senate interstate commerce com- 
mittee, of which Senator Wheeler is chairman. Senator Reed 
had not returned to Washington November 24, after having 
been absent because of illness, but was expected to return soon. 

The following House conferees were appointed November 
25: Representative Lea, of California, chairman of the House 
committee on interstate and foreign commerce, and Representa- 
tives Crosser, of Ohio, South, of Texas, Patrick, of Alabama, 
Wolverton, of New Jersey, Holmes, of Massachusetts, and 
Reece, of Tennessee, members of that committee. 

After the request for appointment of Senate conferees had 
been made, Senator O’Mahoney, of Wyoming, said the bill ap- 
parently contained a joker, in that the language of section 419 
granted an exemption for “any violation of any federal statute” 
and was not confined to violations of the interstate commerce 
act. He read a letter from Thurman Arnold, Assistant Attorney 
General, which suggesed that the words “interstate commerce 
act” be substituted for the words “any federal statute” in 
section 419, which was read by Senator O’Mahoney, as follows: 


No perscn shall be subject to any punishment or liability under 
the provisions of any federal statute on account of any act done or 
omitted to be done, prior to the effective date of this part, in connec- 
tion with the establishment, charging, collection, receipt, or payment 
of rates of freight forwarders, or joint rates of divisions between 
freight forwarders and common carriers by motor vehicle subject to 
this act. 


Mr. Arnold said that this provision would, for example, re- 
lieve freight forwarders and others of violations of the anti- 
trust laws. He said his division had a number of complaints 
pending alleging violation of antitrust laws by “a number of 
freight forwarders,” arising out of their method of making rates 
through rate conferences or bureaus. 


“If the words ‘the interstate commerce act’ were substituted 
for the words ‘any federal statute’ in section 419, this division 
would be assured that it could proceed with the pending cases 
to eradicate this method of unlawfully combining to make rates 
without affecting the purpose sought to be accomplished by the 
House committee as shown in its report relating to this pro- 
a. said Mr. Arnold’s letter. “I trust that this change will 

e made.” 


FORWARDER ATTACKS RAIL RATES 


Accepting the status of a shipper, Merchant Shippers’ As- 
sociation, Inc., of San Francisco, Calif., and saying it acted as 
a freight forwarder, has sent a formal complaint to the Com- 
mission for filing, assailing rates of the Atchison, Topeka & 
Santa Fe and other railroads, carried in their transcontinental 
tariffs. The complaint was signed in behalf of the complainant 
by T. R. Sorenson, of Chicago, its vice-president; G. A. Olson, 
G. H. Matthews, Hugh Gordon and John C. Money, as its at- 
torneys. The complaint is expected to attract attention for 
the reason that, generally speaking, forwarders have been 
claiming to be carriers and the Commission, in one of its re- 
ports expressed the view that under the common law they 
were common carriers. But it treated them as shippers in that 
report. 

The complainant says it is engaged in assembling, con- 
solidating, shipping and distributing freight, as a forwarder, 
from Chicago and St. Louis to Los Angeles, San Francisco, 
Oakland, Stockton and Sacramento, Calif., Portland, Ore., 
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Seattle, Tacoma and Spokane, Wash., Salt Lake City and Og- 
den, Utah, and Phoenix and Tucson, Ariz. 

In the last three years the complaint says the shipper has 
shipped or caused to be shipped via the lines of the defendants 
a large number of carloads of mixed freight on many of 
which the railroads have assessed freight charges in excess of 
the lawful ones. On some of them the complainant says it 
has paid the charges and on others it has refused to pay, the 
disputes apparently having resulted from the varying inter- 
pretations of mixing rules, the asserted violations being set 
forth in considerable detail. It is claimed that the excess 
charges amount to about $35,000. The prayer is for orders 
directing the filing of new rates and charges and reparation. 
It also asks for the cancellation of alleged undercharges. 





FOREIGN FREIGHT FORWARDERS 


In a three-hour executive session, the House merchant 
marine committee November 27 heard testimony of six wit- 
nesses with respect to provisions of H. R. 6001 and H. R. 6002, 
identical bills introduced by Representatives O’Leary, of New 
York, and Oliver, of Maine, to authorize the Maritime Commis- 
sion to prescribe arrangements as to foreign freight forwarder 
operations (see Traffic World, Nov. 15, p. 1291), with a view 
to safeguarding American forwarders of such freight against 
being forced out of business by the operations of foreign gov- 
ernments purchasing supplies in the United States and for- 
warding shipments through their own agencies in this country. 

William D. Davies, representing forwarding interests 
throughout the United States, disclosed that, under questioning 
by committee members at the hearing, he had urged “emphat- 
ically” that the commission be given full authority to exercise 
jurisdiction over all merchandise leaving the United States un- 
der lend-lease or similar arrangements. He said the considered 
bills would in effect release American freight forwarding opera- 
tions from “the control of the British Ministry of War Transport. 

“There are at the present time well trained and capable 
American experts who know American shipping,” he said. “Is 
there any reason to believe that our experts are not as able 
as those apparently required by the British Ministry of Ship- 
ping?” 

He contended that British interests had gradually built 
themselves up to a position where they would ultimately con- 
trol the export shipping of the United States to the exclusion 


of “our long established American lines and shipping firms. 


RAILROAD ALLOWANCE TO FORWARDER 


The United States Court of Appeals, District of Columbia, 
has reversed a decision of the federal district court for the 
District of Columbia on an action brought by Acme Fast 
Freight, Inc., a freight forwarder, against the Southern Rail- 
way. The forwarding company claimed it was entitled to al- 
lowances by the Southern on transportation charges as to 
shipments by consignors who furnished their own pick-up serv- 
ice to the forwarding company, occupying a part of the rail- 
road’s freight terminal in High Point, N. C., instead of using 
the pick-up service offered by the railroad. The federal district 
court sustained the contention of Acme Fast Freight, Inc., and 
the case was appealed by the Southern to the Court of Appeals. 

The Court of Appeals held that if the railroad had offered 
alternative rates, a lower rate for shipments delivered to it at 
its station and a higher rate for shipments delivered to it else- 
where, the forwarder would probably have been entitled to the 
lower rate. But, it added, that was not the case. Instead, it 
said, the railroad offered to perform a pick-up service, au- 
thorized shippers to perform this service in its behalf, and 
promised an allowance to those who did so. Continuing, the 
opinion said: 





In the circumstances of this case no one performed or could per- 
form the transportation service for which the allowance was offered, 
for the simple reason that the sonsignor’s place of business was in 
the carrier’s freight depot. . . The fact that the railroad did not 
perform the service is immaterial. Since the forwarder did not per- 
form it, payment of the allowance to the forwarder is neither required 
nor permitted by any provision of the published tariff to which tariff 
the carrier must conform. 


PENNSYLVANIA-CENTRAL AIR ROUTES 


Pennsylvania-Central Airlines Corporation has filed an ap- 
plication with the Civil Aeronautics Board, docketed as No. 
684, for authority to transport persons, property and mail by 
air between Norfolk, Va., and Detroit, Mich., via Richmond and 
Roanoke, Va., Charleston, W. Va., and Columbus and Toledo, O. 

In No. 685, the same applicant asks for amendment of its 
certificate for route No. 55, between Birmingham, Ala., and 
Pittsburgh, Pa., so as to permit scheduled air carrier service 
between Chattanooga and Memphis, Tenn., on that route. 


TRAFFIC WORLD 


Air Transportation 





Opposition to Pan Atlantic 


“On close analysis it will be found that, in this particular 
instance, a proper interpretation of the words ‘route or routes 
or between ports,’ as used in section 309 of the act, affords 
plenty of room for the issuance of a certificate that would in. 
clude the handling of local cargo between the north Atlantic 
ports involved, and also of the handling of all cargo withoy 
regard to the order in which the ports are named in any par. 
ticular sailing schedule.” 

So says a brief of the applicant in W-376, Pan Atlantic 
Steamship Corporation application for a certificate as a com. 
mon carrier that would include the handling of local cargo 
between north Atlantic ports. That observation appeared to 
be in answer to representations by competing steamship lines 
about schedules of Pan Atlantic routes (see Traffic World, Noy. 
22, p. 1339). 

“Here we should say,” says the Pan Atlantic brief, “that 
due to frequent changes which constantly carriers by water have 
to make over night in their sailing schedules, all such sched- 
ules generally bear a notation to the effect that the proposed 
sailings and port rotation are subject to changes without 
notice.” 

Whether the applicant should be permitted to handle local 
traffic between the north Atlantic ports involved is a question 
of policy and discretion on the part of the Commission, says 
the brief. It is true, it adds, that in Class Rates Between North 
Atlantic Ports, 2 U.S.M. C 188, finding justified the Pan Atlan- 
tic schedules, the Maritime Commission stated one of the pur- 
poses of the proposed schedules was “to avoid additional regu- 
lation and to satisfy any future statutory requirements inci- 
dent in securing a certificate of public convenience and neces- 
sity.” From that the question of good was raised. 

Pan Atlantic pointed out that in that proceeding it was 
not represented by counsel but by an employe of the traffic 
department who failed to explain that applicant had complied 
with the requirements of the shipping act of 1916 and had 
filed its schedules of maximum rates for application between 
those ports, as required by that statute. 

More important than all that language in the case before 
the Maritime Commission, said the brief, was the fact that 
for years prior to and on Jan. 1, 1940, Pan Atlantic vessels 
called and at present call, from port to port between the 
north Atlantic ports specified in the application. Of impor- 
tance also, the brief further pointed out, was the fact that the 
Pan Atlantic class rates for application between those ports 
were found justified and were now in effect. The brief also 
advised the Commission to consult fourth section application 
No. 5, filed by the applicant Aug. 29, involving, among others, 
the rates between these north Atlantic ports. 

The mere fact that because of competition applicant had 
not obtained much cargo for local transportation between the 
north Atlantic ports, Pan Atlantic said, should not be allowed 
to eclipse all other facts of record, for competition could 
at all other times be met by applicant by including pickup 
and delivery service and otherwise making its rates and serv- 
ice as attractive as those of its competitors. 

“We think the policy of the act so far as it concerns fair 
and impartial regulation, the promotion of economical and ef- 
ficient service, and the fostering of sound economic condi- 
tions in transportation and among the several carriers can best 
be carried out by permitting the applicant to handle local traf- 
fic between these north Atlantic ports.” 

_ The brief discusses all the services covered by the appli- 
cation, some of which is rendered in connection with another 
carrier by water, and says it owns nine vessels and in addition 
had five other vessels under charter from the Waterman 
Steamship Corporation which it said, wholly controlled it. 


AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL CENTERS 

Administrator Connolly, of the Civil Aeronautics Adminis- 
tration, has announced that new airway traffic control centers 
will be commissioned in December at Memphis, Tenn., and 
Jacksonville, Fla. Similar centers would be placed in operation 
in the current fiscal year, he said, at San Antonio, Tex., Boston, 
Mass., Kansas City, Mo., Denver, Colo., Albuquerque, N. M., 
Minneapolis, Minn., and Great Falls, Mont., bringing to a total 
of 23 the number of C. A. A. traffic control centers in the 
United States, each with an average of 1,500 miles of civil ail- 
ways under its jurisdiction. ‘ 

In August, 1941, there were 257,792 operations by the all 
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carriers, army, navy, coast guard and private planes, while a 
year ago the total was 104,362, he said. 


AIR SERVICE NOT REQUIRED BY P.C.&N. 


On a finding that the service was not required by public 
convenience and necessity, Examiner John W. Belt, of the Civil 
Aeronautics Board, in a proposed report in No. 463, Northwest 
Airlines, Inc., Green Bay-Wausau-Eau Claire service, served 
Nov. 21, has recommended that the board deny an application 
of Northwest for a certificate to transport persons, property and 
mail between Chicago, Ill., and Minneapolis-St. Paul, Minn., via 
Milwaukee, Green Bay, Wausau and Eau Claire, Wis. 


AIR PASSENGER TRAFFIC 

Revenue passenger miles flown by domestic airlines in 
September totalled 147,576,302, an increase of 1.05 per cent 
over August, and 35.97 over September, 1940. The figure was 
another monthly all-time high. The total of 1,017,094,538 
revenue passenger miles for the first nine months of 1941, was 
also a new high. It was 31.23 per cent over the 775,050,891 of 
the first nine months of 1940. The figures were compiled by 
the Air Transport Association of America. 


INSTRUMENT APPROACHES AT AIRPORTS 

According to the Civil Aeronautics Administration, the 
number of instrument approaches at 88 airports reporting to 
its airway traffic control service has more than tripled between 
1939 and 1941. It said a total of 7,362 instrument approaches, 
involving the use of a radio range to enable a pilot to deter- 
mine his position on an airway under conditions of impaired 
visibility, were made at those 88 airports in the first six months 
of 1941. Most of those approaches—7,019—were made by air- 
line pilots, the C. A. A. records showed. 


Revenue Freight Loading 


Loading of revenue freight the week ended November 22, 
totaled 799,386 cars, according to the Association of Amer- 
ican Railroads. The increase above the corresponding week 
in 1940 was 65,898 cars or 9 per cent, and above the same week 
in 1939 was 126,273 cars or 18.8 per cent. 

Loading of revenue freight the week ended November 22, 
which included Thanksgiving holiday, decreased 84,453 cars or 
9.6 per cent below the preceding week. 

All districts reported increases compared with the cor- 
responding weeks in 1940 and 1939 except the Pocahontas. 

Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended No- 
vember 22 and for the corresponding period last year was 
reported as follows: 
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Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 7,742 and 6,817: live 
stock, 1,182 and 1,141; coal, 24,490 and 25,885; coke, 2,900 and 3,456; 
forest products, 1,913 and 2,131; ore, 4,440 and 4,764; merchandise, L. 
C. L., 37,277 and 37,076; miscellaneous, 79,935 and 71,079; total, 1941, 
159,879; 1940, 152,349; 1939, 143,911. 

Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 4,717 and 4,123; live 
stock, 889 and 919; coal, 32,781 and 36,437; coke, 5,376 and 5,370; forest 
products, 1,097 and 1,102; ore, 11,924 and 9,531; merchandise, L. C. L., 
28,646 and 25,259; miscellaneous, 87,337 and 74,644; total, 1941, 172,767; 
1940, 157,385; 1939, 149,909. 

Pocahontas district: Grain and grain products, 270 and 217; live 
stock, 165 and 194; coal, 26,564 and 32,745; coke, 617 and 607; forest 
products, 830 and 736; ore, 158 and 208; merchandise, L. C. L., 4,474 
and 5,043; miscellaneous, 6,920 and 6,636; total, 1941, 39,998; 1940, 
46,386; 1939, 44,247. 

Southern district: Grain and grain products, 3,146 and 2,150; live 
stock, 981 and 1,244; coal, 20,341 and 18,437; coke, 524 and 415; forest 
products, 14,931 and 13,779; ore, 1,541 and 1,422; merchandise, L. C. L., 
23,955 and 25,739; miscellaneous, 54,360 and 44,006; total, 1941, 119,779; 
1940, 107,192; 1939, 96,598. 

Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 10,226 and 8,376; 
live stock, 3,650 and 4,706; coal, 8,184 and 10,958; coke, 1,834 and 1,836: 
forest products, 9,303 and 9,157; ore, 31,711 and 19,035; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 15,823 and 16,347; miscellaneous, 39,003 and 33,197; total, 1941, 
119,734; 1940, 103,612; 1939, 83,844. 

Central Western district: Grain and grain products, 10,956 and 7,789; 
live stock, 5,125 and 6,126; coal, 12,316 and 12,594; coke, 259 and 334; 
forest products, 6,584 and 7,553; ore, 4,802 and 4,896; merchandise, L. C. 
L., 21,715 and 21,419; miscellaneous, 63,460 and 51,418; total, 1941, 
125,217; 1940, 112,129; 1939, 105,454. 

Southwestern district: Grain and grain products, 3,965 and 3,851; 
live stock, 1,209 and 1,489; coal, 5,567 and 4,902; coke, 128 and 181; 
forest products, 5,067 and 4,625; ore, 451 and 429; merchandise, L. C. L., 
9,367 and 9,336; miscellaneous, 36,258 and 29,622; total, 1941, 62,012; 
1940, 54,435; 1939, 49,150. 


Loading of revenue freight the week ended November 15 
totaled 883,839 cars, according to the Association of American 
Railroads (see Traffic World, November 22). 

All districts reported increases compared with the corre- 
sponding weeks in 1940, and 1939. 


1941 1940 1939 

4 weeks Of JANUARY «..co.o ccc ccceccscns 2,740,095 2,557,735 2,288,730 
4 weeks of February ............... 2,824,188 2,488,879 2,282,866 
a. re 3,817,918 3,123,916 2,976,655 
a rere 2,793,563 2,495,212 2,225,188 
GE Ce ER Me occ rccneeecevicccns 4,160,527 3,351,840 2,926,408 
4 Weeks Of TUNG... . ccccaccees Sere 3,510,137 2,896,953 2,563,953 
i ee 3,413,427 2,822,450 2,532,236 
Re re 4,464,458 3,717,933 3,387,672 
4 weeks of September .............. 3,539,171 3,135,122 . 3,102,236 
he ee 3,657,882 3,269,476 3,355,701 
Week of November 1 ............... 894,739 794,797 801,108 
Week of November 8 ............... 873,585 778,318 781,588 
Week of November 15 .............. 883,839 745,295 766,987 

Mets hay Wate Beau siwecateaeses 37,573,529 32,177,926 29,991,328 


Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended No- 





Revenue Freight Car Loading—Week Ended Saturday, Nov. 22 


Grain and Live 
Grain Prod. Stock Coal 
1941 41,022 13,201 130,243 
Total all TORRES. ...ccsccccocvcces | 3940 33,323 15,819 141,958 
1939 35,997 13,779 131,277 
Preceding week Nov. 15........... 1941 40,297 15,741 168,274 
Per cent increase Over............ 1940 23.1 
Per cent decrease under.......... 1940 16.5 8.3 
Per cent increase over............ 1939 14.0 
Per cent decrease under.......... 1939 4.2 8 
1941 1,826,421 583,145 6,851,073 
Cumulative 47 weeks to Nov. 2241940 1,682,467 619,506 6,115,585 
1 1939 1,768,838 630,935 5,425,226 
Per cent increase over............ 1940 8.6 12.0 
Per cent decrease under.......... 1940 5.9 
Per cent increase over...........-. 1939 3.3 26.3 
Per cent decrease under.......... 1939 7.6 





Per cent to 15 year average, 113.2. 


Revenue Freight Car Loading—Week Ended Saturday, Nov. 15 


Grain and Live 
Grain Prod. Stock Coal 
1941 40,297 15,741 168,274 
Total all roads..............0+- 1940 29,999 17,851 148,453 
| 1939 36,897 15,904 146,956 
Preceding week Nov. 8...........- 1941 35,532 18,766 164,568 
Per cent increase over............ 1940 34.3 13.4 
Per cent decrease under.......... 1940 11.8 
Per cent increase over............ 1939 9.2 14.5 
Per cent decrease under.......... 1939 1.0 
1941 1,785,399 569,944 6,720,830 
Cumulative 46 weeks to Nov. 15 1940 1,649,144 603,687 5,973,627 
1939 1,732,841 617,156 5,293,949 
Per cent increase over............ 1940 8.3 12.5 
Per cent decrease under.......... 1940 5.6 
Per cent increase over............ 1939 3.0 27.0 
Per cent decrease under.......... 1939 7.6 





Per cent to 15 year average, 114.7. 


Forest Mdse. 
Coke Products Ore L.C.L. Miscellaneous Total 
11,638 39,725 55,027 141,257 367,273 799,386 
12,199 39,083 40,285 140,219 310,602 733,488 
11,357 33,169 23,923 142,572 281,039 673,113 
12,805 43,267 57,934 156,27: 389,243 883,839 
1.6 36.6 ae 18.2 9.0 
4.6 
2.5 19.8 130.0 30.7 18.8 
9 
609,967 1,987,536 2,557,489 7,306,529 16,650,755 38,372,915 
485,755 1,620,033 2,080,751 6,951,237 13,356,080 32,911,414 
354,302 1,429,021 1,560,105 7,115,190 12,380,824 30,664,441 
25.6 22.7 22.9 5.1 24.7 16.6 
72.2 39.1 63.9 2.7 34.5 25.1 
Forest Mdse. 
Coke Products Ore L.C.L. Miscellaneous Total 
12,805 43,267 57,934 156,278 389,243 883,839 
11,847 35,814 37,944 150,273 313,114 745,295 
12,087 35,612 45,635 158,028 315,868 766,987 
13,437 42,455 56,945 158,966 382,916 873,585 
8.1 20.8 52.7 4.0 24.3 18.6 
5.9 5 27.0 23:2 15.2 
1.1 
598,329 1,947,811 2,502,462 7,165,272 16,283,482 37,573,529 
473,556 1,580,950 2,040,466 6,811,018 13,045,478 32,177,926 
342,945 1,395,852 1,536,182 6,972,618 12,099,785 29,991,328 
26.3 23.2 22.6 5.2 24.8 16.8 
74.5 39.5 62.9 2.8 34.6 25.3 
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vember 15 and for the corresponding period last year was re- 
ported as follows: 

Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 7,076 and 6,566; live 
stock, 1,424 and 1,562; coal, 32,245 and 27,409; coke, 3,319 and 3,264; 
forest products, 1,951 and 1,625; ore, 5,097 and 3,384; merchandise, L. 
C. L., 42,835 and 38,990; miscellaneous, 85,903 and 71,817; total, 1941, 
179,850; 1940, 154,617; 1939, 161,695. 

Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 4,583 and 4,263; live 
stock, 1,126 and 1,064; coal, 42,347 and 36,089; coke, 6,033 and 5,172; for- 
est products, 1,249 and 1,036; ore, 11,876 and 10,123; merchandise, L. 
C. L., 30,724 and 27,047; miscellaneous, 89,536 and 74,055; total, 1941, 
187,474; 1940, 158,849; 1939, 166,654. 

Pocahontas district: Grain and grain products, 215 and 232; live 
stocx, 268 and 260; coal, 43,509 and 34,642; coke, 634 and 571; forest 
products, 906 and 578; ore, 253 and 537; merchandise, L. C. L., 5,019 
and 5,689; miscellaneous, 7,586 and 6,782; total, 1941, 58,390; 1940, 
49,291; 1939, 52,903. 

Southern district: Grain and grain products, 2,595 and 2,071; live 
stock, 986 and 1,122; coal, 23,525 and 20,709; coal, 558 and 421; forest 
products, 15,638 and 11,606; ore, 1,589 and 1,421; merchandise, L. C. L., 
25,702 and 27,683; miscellaneous, 55,931 and 43,269; total, 126,524; 1940, 
108,302; 1939, 105,619. 

Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 11,827 and 6,585; 
live stock, 4,458 and 4,089; coal, 9,440 and 9,986; coke, 1,890 and 1,776; 
forest products, 10,548 and 8,691; ore, 33,284 and 17,604; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 18,234 and 17,062; miscellaneous, 43,331 and 32,636; total, 1941, 
133,012; 1940, 98,429; 1939, 108,427. 

Central Western district: Grain and grain products, 10,067 and 6,965; 
live stock, 5,938 and 8,126; coal, 11,660 and 13,739; coke, 249 and 451; 
forest products, 7,806 and 7,525; ore, 5,238 and 4,490; merchandise, L. 
C. L., 23,959 and 23,740; miscellaneous, 69,932 and 55,687; total, 1941, 
134,849; 1940, 120,723; 1939, 119,549. 

Southwestern district: Grain and grain products, 3,934 and 3,317; 
live stock, 1,541 and 1,628; coal, 5,548 and 5,879; coke, 122 and 192; for- 
est products, 5,169 and 4,753; ore, 597 and 385; merchandise, L. C. L., 
9,805 and 10,062; miscellaneous, 37,024 and 28,868; total, 1941, 63,740; 
1940, 55,084; 1939, 52,140. 


CAR SURPLUS REPORT 


U. S. Railroads, for the week ended Nov. 15, reported an 
average daily surplus of 53,267 freight cars, according to the 
car service division of the Association of American Railroads. 
It was made up as follows: Plain box, 24,376; auto box, 2,313; 
total box, 26,689; flat, 2,077; gondola, 7,108; hopper, 5,763; 
total coal, 12,871; and miscellaneous, 11,630. 

For the week ended Nov. 22, U. S. railroads reported 
an average daily surplus of 61,832 freight cars, according to 
the car service division of the Association of American Rail- 
roads. It was made up as follows: Plain box, 25,644; auto box, 
2,713; total box, 28,357; flat, 2,048; gondola, 7,361; hopper, 
11,683; total coal, 19,044; and miscellaneous, 12,383. 


Limit on Freight Car Designs 


As a measure of conserving metals needed in the interest 
of national defense, J. J. Pelley, president of the Association 
of American Railroads, has announced for the railway industry 
a program which will limit the construction of new locomotives 
and freight cars to certain designs now in use and facilitate 
the allocation of steel and other materials to be used for such 
construction and repair purposes (see Traffic World, Nov. 22, 
p. 1347). 

Major points of the plan to which the railroads are com- 
mitted with the Office of Production Management follow: 


1. Construction of new box, hopper, gondola and flat cars will 
be limited to certain designs now in use. 

2. New locomotive construction will be limited to existing designs 
where patterns, dies and engineering data are already available. 

3. Substitution of other materials so far as possible for scarce 
metals in locomotive and freight car construction. 

4. Use of carbon steel rather than alloy steel in locomotive boiler 
construction. 

5. Use of steel plates and steel sheets 48 inches wide in the con- 
struction of new freight cars instead of sizes now largely used ranging 
up to 119 inches in width. 


“Under the arrangement, car and locomotive builders will 
interchange plans, engineering data and patterns which will 
expedite the building of railroad equipment and increase the 
capacity of facilities used for that purpose,” said Mr. Pelley. 

“In simplifying freight car and locomotive construction 
railroad officials believe that the designs approved not only 
will expedite production of such equipment as the railroads 
may need, but will provide the shipping public with the types of 
equipment generally required at this time to move defense 
and other traffic. 

“Under the plan, the standard box car will be 40% feet 
in length inside, and the automobile box car will have an inside 
length of 50% feet. There also will be two types of hopper 
cars, one having a 50-ton capacity and the other 70 tons. Stand- 
ardized types of gondola and flat cars also are prescribed in 
the plan. None of these cars will have a greater inside width 
than 9 feet 2 inches or an inside height at eaves of 10% feet. 
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These dimensions will enable the cars to be freely interchangeq 
over all main lines. 

“Use of nickel steel for locomotive bed castings, axles, ang 
rods and other moving parts both for new construction ang 
repairs and for steel plates and rivets for repairs on existin 
locomotives constructed of nickel steel will continue, under 
the agreement.” 


RAIL EQUIPMENT PRICES 


Manufacturers of railroad freight and passenger cars, |o- 
comotives, and maintenance of way and signal equipment have 
been asked not to increase prices above the levels in effect 
on October 1, 1941, Leon Henderson, administrator, Office of 
Price Administration, has announced. 

The request, in the form of a letter, stated that OPA 
was studying the entire railroad equipment field and that for- 
mation of panels of industry members was under consideration. 

To get first-hand information on price problems, policies 
and procedure, meetings of OPA with railroad car and spe- 
cialty manufacturers and producers of maintenance of way 
and signal equipment were held in Washington on November 
18 and 19, respectively. Locomotive builders and specialty 
manufacturers would attend a similar meeting November 25 
Mr. Henderson said. 

The OPA studies, he stated, would cover freight and pas- 
senger cars of all types; car specialties, such as brake equipment, 
draft gears, roofs, doors, seats, lighting and heating equip- 
ment and other passenger car fittings and fixtures; steam, 
electric, diesel and gasoline-powered locomotives; locomotive 
specialties, such as feed water heaters, injectors, sanders and 
superheaters; and maintenance of way and signal equipment 
and apparatus. 

Mr. Henderson’s letter also requested manufacturers not 
to change their practices with regard to extra charges, dis- 
counts, allowances, or concessions and to continue to use the 
same methods of pricing specially designed equipment “so that 
the price set on special equipment will be the same as would 
have been set had the estimate been made on October 1, 1941.” 

“In making these requests,” the administrator’s letter add- 
ed, “I recognize that you may have had certain cost increases 
in respect to labor and materials. This is offset by the fact 
that most companies are presently operating close to capacity 
and that overhead per unit of production has shown a tendency 
to fall. It is likewise a matter of importance that a ceiling has 
been placed on the price of steel, the major component of rail- 
road equipment. In addition, ceilings on castings and forgings 
are presently under discussion. 

“In the event that you have effected any price increases 
after October 1, 1941, please inform me as to their nature 
and extent, together with your reasons in support of such 
changes. Please do not make any price increases after the 
date of this letter without submitting to us for review your 
data justifying such increases well in advance of the date 
when such increase is contemplated.” 


RAIL LABOR AND ABANDONMENTS 


On motion of Solicitor General Fahy, for the United States, 
the Supreme Court of the United States has dismissed the appeal 
as to appellant the United States in No. 223, United States, Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, and the Pacific Electric Railway 
Co., appellants, vs. Railway Labor Executives Association et al., 
the appeal having been taken from the federal court for the 
District of Columbia on its decision that the Commission had 
discretionary power to impose conditions for the protection of 
the railroad employes adversely affected in railroad abandonment 
cases (see Traffic World, March 15, p. 638). 

The federal government’s motion for dismissal of the appeal 
as to it was made in open court November 24. The Solicitor 
General, answering a reporter’s inquiry, said the federal govern- 
ment was “simply stepping aside” and that his office would be a 
party to the case only to the extent that it had authorized the 
a to file a brief setting forth the Commission’s posi- 

ion. 

The case was taken to the federal district court by the 
R. L. E. A. after the Commission had refused to impose conditions 
in authorizing the Pacific Electric Railway Co., subsidiary of 
the Southern Pacific, to abandon certain of its lines. The Com- 
mission said it had no authority, under the interstate commerce 
act, to impose conditions for the benefit of employes involved. 
The district court’s decision, in effect, was that the Commission 
could prescribe such conditions if it found that circumstances wal- 
ranted action of that nature by it. 


LOANS TO RAILROADS 
As on October 31 the Reconstruction Finance Corporation 
has disbursed $811,325,175.16 in loans to railroads, according 
the corporation’s monthly statement. Repayments _ totaled 
$367,881,186.15. 
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November 29, 1941 


Rail Strike Developments 






The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


President Roosevelt announced at his press conference 
November 25, that he had, on his own motion, asked the emer- 
gency board, which reported November 5 on the disputes be- 
tween the railroads and their organized employes, to reconvene, 
had asked the parties to appear before the board, and that 
the board submit its report December 1. ; ia 

Asked whether facts had been developed that, in his opinion, 
warranted an increase in pay above that recommended by the 
poard, the President said he would not put it that way but that 
special facts that, in his judgment, had materialized since the 
report of the board was made, were the reason for reconvening 

‘the board. 

“ The proposal that the board be reconvened for a two-day 
hearing in Washington, November 28 and 29, was placed before 
the representatives of management and labor at a conference 
at the White House the morning of November 25, at which the 
President was advised that the representatives had not reached 
an agreement. It was learned that the railroads had stood on 
the report of the board from the beginning until the conferences 
held on November 24, at which it was decided to report to the 
President. ‘The discussions in the conferences between man- 
agement and labor, it was said, had not reached the point of 
compromising on something more than the board recommended 
because Management said it would not go above the board’s 
recommendations. 

After the conference at the White House, the morning of 
November 25, it was stated that a “method” for settling the 
disputes had been placed before the parties. The President 
asked them to confer and advise him in the afternoon as to their 
decision. The “method,” it developed, was the reconvening 
of the board and a further hearing and report. Both sides 
accepted the proposal and it was stated that the President would 
announce the details at his press conference. 

The President said at his press conference that he had 
addressed identical letters to John J. Pelley, president, Asso- 
ciation of American Railroads; George M. Harrison, president, 
Brotherhood of Railway Clerks, and A. Johnston, grand chief 
engineer, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers. The letter 
follows: 


As a result of many days of conference, in relation to the railroad 
problem, I am, on my Own motion, reconvening the emergency board. 
Iam hereby requesting the parties to appear before this board. 

I am asking the board to commence its hearings on Friday, No- 
vember 28, and I hope that you will be ready to appear before it at 
that time. 

I suggest that each party be allowed one day to state their case, 
as this will greatly expedite the proceedings, and because of the fact 
that the board itself has previously received information from each 
side, 

I am asking that the report of the board be handed down on Mon- 
day, December 1. 


In railroad management circles the view was expressed that 
the reconvening of the board and further hearing was equivalent 
to rehearing of a case by a court. It was indicated that the 
procedure to be followed would be that labor spokesmen would 
tell the board their objections to the report and that manage- 
ment spokesmen would reply and that then the board would 
decide whether it would affirm or revise its original report. 

There was a good deal of speculation following the Presi- 
dent’s announcement as to what kind of report the board could 
issue that would be accepted by both sides and thus effect a 
settlement of the disputes. The President did not explain what 
the special facts were that he believed justified the reconven- 
ing of the board. 

Those who attended the conferences at the White House 
November 25 were Charles Fahy, Solicitor General of the 
United States; David J. Lewis, chairman of the National Media- 
tion Board; Chairman Eastman, of the Commission; Mr. Pelley; 
R. V. Fletcher, vice-president and general counsel of the A. A. R.; 
Mr. Harrison; Mr. Johnston; Mr. Whitney and Senator Mead, 
of New York. 

Acceptance by the representatives of management and 
labor of the President’s proposal to reconvene the board, it was 
stated authoritatively, did not bind the parties to abide by any 
new findings of the board. It was learned that the railroad rep- 
resentatives in the conference with the President had specifically 
Taised the question of whether the parties would accept the new 
findings, if any, but that the labor representatives said they 
Would not agree to be bound by the findings, though they would 
appear before the board. 


Additional Trainmen’s Demands 
The Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen has served notice 


on the railroads of demands for changes in rules governing 
working conditions and pay, apart from the demands involved 
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in the dispute as to which the emergency board reported. Presi- 
dent Whitney, of the trainmen, said the demands would be con- 
sidered in the usual way by the brotherhood and the carriers, 
beginning first with direct negotiation with the carriers. The 
demands made by the trainmen were outlined by Mr. Whitney 
as follows: 


Two weeks’ annual vacation with pay. Payment of 12 cents an 
hour for expenses incurred while trainmen are away from their home 
terminals. Payment of wages to start 16 hours after a trainman is 
held over at a terminal away from home. Payment of overtime at a 
five-sixteenths rate for passenger train service, equivalent to time 
and a half. Limitation of freight trains to 70 cars and passenger trains 
to 14 coaches. 


Carrier representatives expressed surprise at these de- 
mands. The indications were that, if pressed by the brother- 
hood, the President would have to appoint an emergency board 
to investigate and report as to them. When asked about a re- 
port that it was estimated that the trainmen’s new demands 
would cost the railroads more than $300,000,000 a year, if 
granted, Mr. Whitney said he estimated the cost at about $50,- 
000,000 a year. 


Arrangements for Hearings 


Arrangements were made to hold the hearings of the emer- 
gency board in the caucus room of the old House Office build- 
ing at the Capitol—the room where the emergency board that 
recommended against a reduction in pay for railroad employes 
in 1938 held its hearings. At the National Mediation Board it 
was stated November 26 that all the members of the board— 
Wayne L. Morse, chairman, Thomas Reed Powell, James C. 
Bonbright, Joseph H. Willits and Huston Thompson—had re- 
sponded to the President’s request that the board reconvene 
and they were expected in Washington November 27. The hear- 
ings would begin the following day, as asked by the President, 
it was said. 

It was learned that the suggestion that the board be re- 
convened was made by President Roosevelt at the first of the 
series cf conferences held at the White House to consider the 
situation arising out of refusal of labor to accept the board’s 
first report. He referred, it was understood, to courts review- 
ing their decisions and saw no reason why the board, if asked 
by one of the parties, could not do the same. Neither manage- 
ment nor labor, however, it was understood, responded with a 
request that the board be reconvened. The conferences between 
the representatives of management and labor followed with the 
result that no agreement was reached and the President re- 
newed the proposal that the board be reconvened, the consent of 
the parties thereto not amounting to more than agreement to 
appear before the board. 

The railroads, it was learned, would have agreed to abide 
by the new decision of the board if labor likewise agreed, but 
labor refused. 

Reference was made in the White House conferences, it 
was learned, to remarks made by Chairman Morse, of the 
emergency board, in a statement issued by him at San Francisco 
November 10. In that statement Mr. Morse, in part, said: 


The emergency board is strongly convinced that a railroad strike 
cannot be justified on the basis of the record which the parties them- 
selves made before the board. Responsibility for making that record 
rests squarely upon the shoulders of those who would now repudiate 
the decision of the board which clearly flows from that record. 

It is quite possible that some adjustments of differences over the 
decision can be made by renewed negotiations between the carriers 
and the brotherhoods. However, any such adjustments, if and when 
made, should not be made on the basis of the employes placing a 
“strike gun’’ to the government’s head. Railroad labor should ponder 
long and seriously the fact that a strike would damage irreparably the 
judicial processes provided for in the railway labor act. Labor must 
remember that judicial process to be judicial must apply equally to 
both sides in a dispute. If one party can succeed in repudiating an 
honest decision fairly reached in accordance with a judicial procedure 
of the :ailway labor act, then that act loses all value as a guarantee 
of the legal rights of xailcoad labor as well as of the carriers. 


Particular reference was made to the remarks as to mak- 
ing some adjustments of differences over the decision. The 
labor representatives, in addition to objecting to the amounts of 
the increases recommended by the board, talked much in the 
conferences, it was understood, about the fact that they were 
to be temporary and that no revision upward in basic pay was 
to be made. The emergency board might, it was suggested, 
take off the limitation and the carriers agree to it. It was dif- 
ficult to see how the board could make any radical revision of 
its findings to satisfy labor. 


It was believed that, though they said they did not wish to 
call their men out on strike, the brotherhood leaders would do 
so unless they obtained something “over and above” what the 
board recommended. The only “if” in that connection was, it 
was pointed out, that, if the board affirmed its findings, the 
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President would be in a position to request labor to accept 
them. It was said that the President had urged the parties to 
get together but that he had not made any proposals for accept- 
ance other than the reconvening of the board. President 
Roosevelt, it was understood, expressed particular concern for 
the lower-paid railroad employes. 

In the conferences between management and labor, it was 
said, there was some consideration given to what were termed 
minor adjustments but, in the main, the railroads adhered to 
their position that they would not grant more than the board 
recommended. 


Board Sees Roosevelt 


The five members of the emergency board arrived at the 
White House about 10 a. m., November 27. They did not see 
the President, however, until about 11 a. m., and emerged from 
the President’s office about an hour and a half later. Chairman 
Morse, acting as spokesman for the board, declined to answer 
any questions relating to the conference with the President. All 
he had to say was that the hearings would begin the following 
day as planned and that he knew of no arrangement for the 
board to confer with representatives of management and labor 
in the meantime. 

The operating brotherhood chiefs have advised their gen- 
eral chairmen that, in the event the emergency board submits 
a report not later than December 2, “which, in our opinion, 
warrants convening the general chairmen in Chicago for con- 
sideration of it, all concerned will be notified to that effect by 
wire or air mail special delivery letters. Otherwise the plans 
for the strike to become effective on December 7, 8, and 9, 1941, 
will be carried out.” 


Non-Ops Ready 


The heads of the fourteen non-operating brotherhoods and 
unions reported to their general chairman that the further report 
from the board would be awaited before reaching a conclusion 
about a further meeting of general chairmen. It was suggested 
that the chairmen be prepared to attend a meeting in Chicago, 
should it be found necessary to hold such a meeting, and take 
necessary preliminary action to make a strike effective, if that 
were decided on. 

“Labor,” the railroad labor organ, said the carriers had 
offered to give switchtenders a 13 per cent boost, yard helpers, 
a 10.2 per cent increase, and foremen a 9.5 per cent increase. 
Switchmen, under the emergency board report, would get an in- 
crease of 7.5 per cent. 


Hearing Opens 


Chairman Morse stated, at the opening of the hearing, that 
the board had reconvened at the request of the President to 
hear exceptions to its report. He said that following the close 
of the hearings Saturday, the board would hold itself in 
readiness to mediate between the parties if that service should 
be requested. He said the board would submit its report to 
the President Monday. 

Charles M. Hay, counsel for the operating brotherhoods, 
opened for that group and was to be followed by Frank L. 
Mulholland, for the non-operating group. Counsel for the 
carriers were to be heard Saturday. 

Mr. Hay said the proceeding was unprecedented but, in 
the circumstances, justified. The board, he said, had not finished 
the job assigned to it. That job, he said, was to find a basis 
of settlement and make recommendations on that basis so 
fair and just as to compel recognition of such fairness and 
justness by both sides. 

He said he had not expected the board to grant the 30 
per cent increase asked by the brotherhoods, but he did think 
the employes had made a showing justifying a finding by the 
board that the railroads could bear an increase in vay of four 
hundred million dollars for both the operating and non-operat- 
ing employes. The carriers estimated that the demands of the 
employes as originally made would cost nine hundred million 
dollars a year. 


Offer to Settle 


It was learned that the union leaders had offered to settle 
for a fifteen per cent increase for the operating group and an 
increase of 12% cents an hour for the non-operating group. 
Such increases, it was estimated, would amount to about one 
hundred and twenty-seven million dollars a year above the 
estimate of the board of two hundred and seventy million 
based on the recommendations made by it, or a total increase 
of approximately four hundred million dollars. 

The announcement at the White House that the board 
would be reconvened marked the close of the conference-phase 
of the matter which began November 19 when the President 
asked management and labor to settle the disputes, if possible 
(see Traffic World, Nov. 22, p. 1341). 

The first conference between management and labor began 
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the afternoon of November 21. It was learned later that, jp 
this conference, management said it would not grant more than 
the board recommended. This session lasted little more than 
an hour. That night at 8 p. m., the conferees got together 
again and it became known that they had agreed to report to 
the President that they could not agree. The next development 
was that the President called another White House conference 
for November 22. He got the parties to agree to resume their 
conferences. No suggestions for settling the dispute were made 
by the President, it was said. George M. Harrison, president. 
Brotherhood of Railway and Steamship Clerks, Freight Han. 
dlers, Express and Station Employes, said the matter would 
be reviewed in the light of discussion at the White House cop- 
ference and in the national interest. 


The management-labor conference was resumed the morp- 
ing of November 24 with the carriers’ representatives con- 
ferring with the representatives of the five train operating 
brotherhoods. At the conclusion of that conference Alvanley 
Johnston, grand chief engineer, Brotherhood of Locomotive En. 
gineers, said no agreement had been reached but that a report 
to the President would be held in abeyance until the concly- 
sion of the conference that afternoon between management 
and the non-operating unions. All that was said after that 
conference was that a report would be made to the President 
November 25. 


None of the conferences, either at the offices of the Asso- 
ciation of American Railroads or at the White House, was of 
long duration. The reason, it was said, was that no real effort 
had been made to work out a compromise because the railroads 
had decided to hold out for acceptance substantially of the 
board’s recommendations and labor said it would strike before 
it would take them. 


Participants in Conferences 


The White House conferences were attended by Charles 
Fahy, Solicitor General of the United States; David J. Lewis, 
chairman of the National Mediation Board; Chairman Eastman, 
of the Commission; Senator Mead, of New York; J. J. Pelley, 
president, and R. V. Fletcher, vice-president and general coun- 
sel, Association of American Railroads; Mr. Harrison, of the 
clerks; Mr. Johnston, of the engineers, and Mr. Whitney, of the 
trainmen. The latter was not at the first conference November 
18 but attended the others. The President conferred separately 
November 21 with Mr. Johnston, Mr. Whitney, and Senator 
Mead, in one group, and with Mr. Pelley. 


The conferences at the A. A. R. were participated in by 
the railroads’ representatives and labor’s representatives, no 
government officials having been present there. 


The railroads’ representatives, said to have the authority 
to act finally for the railroads in the negotiations with labor, 
are members of the carriers’ conference committees which have 
handled the railroad labor dispute matters. They are: 


Western carriers’ conference committee: F. G. Gurley 
(chairman), Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe; H. E. Stevens, 
Northern Pacific; C. R. Young, Illinois Central; C. E. Peck, 
Union Pacific; T. G. Torian, Southern Pacific; H. J. Hoglund, 
Burlington. 


Eastern carriers’ conference committee: J. W. Smith 
(chairman), Boston & Maine; H. A. Enochs, Pennsylvania; J. 
G. Walber, New York Central; H. D. Barber, Erie; and E. B. 
Perry, New Haven. 


Southeastern carriers’ conference committee: J. B. Pal: 
rish (chairman), Chesapeake & Ohio; G. H. Dugan, Southern; 
T. W. Parsons, Seaboard Air Line; L. L. Morton, Louisville & 
Nashville, and V. J. Thompson, Gulf, Mobile & Ohio. 


The labor representatives are: Mr. Johnston, Mr. Whit- 
ney, Mr. Harrison; C. J. Goff, assistant president, Brotherhood 
of Firemen and Enginemen; H. W. Fraser, head of the Rail- 
way Order of Conductors; T. C. Cashen, head of the switch- 
men’s Union; B. M. Jewell, Railway Employes’ Department, 
A. F. of L.; L. M. Wicklein, vice-president of the sheet metal 
workers, and A. E. Lyon, president of the railroad signalmen. 

The carriers were represented in the November 24 con- 
ferences by Chairman Gurley, of the western carriers’ com- 
mittee; Chairman Smith, of the eastern carriers’ committee, 
and Chairman Parrish, of the southeastern carriers’ committee. 
In the afternoon they met with Mr. Harrison and Mr. Jewell, 
of the non-operating employes’ unions. 


Mr. Whitney, of the trainmen, had a publicity represent 
ative with him in Washington and kept the telephone wires 
to newspaper and press association offices busy. One state 
ment was to the effect that Whitney’s organization was ready 
to ask the President to take over the railroads for the duration 
of the national emergency. When asked about that one, Mr. 
Harrison merely remarked to the effect that the statemen! 
was in the newspapers. Representatives of the carriers S@ 
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they knew nothing about the Whitney government operation 
statements. 





The Cleveland Chamber of Commerce, in paid advertising 
space in local newspapers, has printed an appeal to the railroad 
unions to accept the recommendations of the President’s emer- 
gency board and to withdraw strike threats. The disappoint- 
ment of the unions in the measure of the board’s recommenda- 
tions, the advertisements say, “should unquestionably yield to 
the paramount public interest in the maintenance of our railroad 
transportation sytsem at its present stage of efficiency in this 
time of national emergency.” 


The advertisements also reproduce a telegram sent to the 
President by the Cleveland Chamber urging him to use promptly 
all the influence of his office to obtain ‘“‘the unconditional accept- 
ance of the board’s recommendations at the earliest possible 
date.” 

The telegram was sent to the President at the recommenda- 
tion of the chamber’s transportation committee. A copy of that 
recommendation and a summary of the recommendations of 
the emergency board, made by the chamber’s committee, have 
been sent to each member of the chamber. 


Two groups of Pacific northwest organizations have sent 
telegrams to the President bearing on the railroad wage and 
rate questions. One of them, signed by representatives of 
farm and live stock associations, stressed the special interest 
of shippers and receivers in the northwestern states in “keep- 
ing the railroads running.” That area, it said, was “far re- 
moved from both markets and sources of many supplies” and 
the distances within the area were great, making it “impera- 
tive that railroad operation be continued without interruption 
and at the lowest possible freight rates.”” Withdrawal of coast- 
wise and intercoastal ships was another factor making con- 
tinued rail operation important, it said. It urged against the 
government taking over the railroads. That was done, it 
pointed out, in the period of the last world war with “dis- 
astrous results” and the government ought not make “a similar 
mistake now.” The telegram was signed by representatives 
of the following organizations: 


Washington Cattlemen’s Association; Washington and Northern 
Idaho Farmers’ Union; Oregon Wool Growers’ Association; Oregon 
Farm Bureau; Cattle and Horse Raisers’ Association of Oregon; Idaho 
Woo! Growers’ Association; Washington State Farm Bureau; North- 
western Live Stock Shippers’ Traffic League; Pacific Wool Growers; 
Montana Wool Grewers’ Association; Montana Stock Growers’ Asso- 
ciation: Washington Wool Growers’ Association; Oregon Horticultural 
Society; Oregon Cooperative Council; Central Fremont Cattle and 
Horse Raisers’ Association; Pacific Cooperative Poultry Producers. 


The second telegram was sent, in behalf of northwestern 
live stock and farm interests, by Arthur M. Geery, chairman 
of the Defense Transportation Group of the Farm Rate Council 
of Washington, Oregon, Idaho and Montana. 


It called for the formation of a board or boards of ex- 
perienced operating men to coordinate railroad services ‘‘on 
an efficiency basis with the speed that the national emergency 
demands, financial adjustments among railroads to follow but 
not to interfere with the prompt execution of the program.” 
It urged the railroad union leaders, “as patriotic citizens,” to 
“consent to a revision of the working rules with make-work 
features eliminated at least for the period of the emergency.” 
If there was to be a ceiling on costs of living, it added, there 
ought also be “a ceiling on freight rates.’’ General rate in- 
creases at present, it said, would be against ‘‘national defense 
and sound economy.” Rates at present on many commodities 
were “far in excess of the so-called parity rates preceding 
World War No. 1,” it said, adding that the railroads could pay 
“the increased wages recommended by the fact-finding board 
without any increase in freight rates.” 





REPRESENTATION OF EMPLOYES 


_ The National Mediation Board has announced the follow- 
ing certifications, with respect to the designated groups of em- 
Ployes of the Houston Belt & Terminal Railway Co.: 

The Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen, 
to represent the locomotive engineers; the Brotherhood of 
Railroad Trainmen, to represent the yardmasters, and the 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen, to repre- 
sent the locomotive firemen, hostlers and hostler helpers em- 
ployed by the Houston Belt & Terminal. 


The board has certified that the Brotherhood of Railway 
and Steamship Clerks, Freight Handlers, Express and Station 
Employes has been designated and authorized to represent 
the entire craft or class of clerical, office, station and storehouse 
employes of the Georgia Railroad. 





Truck Loaders’ Strike 


Approximately 2,500 Chicago union dock workers, stationed 
at some 250 truck loading and unloading platforms at Chicago, 
went on strike for wage increases, vacations with pay, and a 
closed shop the morning of November 24. The strike was 
called off the evening of November 25 after officials for the 
strikers’ union, Local 710, International Brotherhood of Team- 
sters and Chauffeurs, American Federation of Labor, and a 
negotiating committee for Chicago truck operators reached a 
settlement providing for a wage increase of 12% cents an hour, 
overtime pay rates, and a closed shop. The agreement did not 
provide for vacations with pay. It was estimated that the 
raise would cost the truck operators more than $600,000 an- 
nually. 


Under the new contract the dock employes will receive a 
wage increase of from 55 cents to 67% cents an hour. Time 
and a half will be paid for all hours of work more than 10 
hours a day or 54 hours a week. The contract became effec- 
tive retroactive to November 16, when a previous contract ex- 
pired, providing that 75 per cent of the dockmen will be guar- 
anteed a minimum of 48 hours of work a week. It was under- 
stood that the union would determine by its seniority lists 
which workers would come under the guarantee. 


The strike was called suddenly when the dockmen, meeting 
November 23, voted down suggestions of their leaders that a 
strike be not called until the union officials could negotiate 
with the operators to settle the matter. The striking dockmen 
were members of Local 710, which also represents some of the 
drivers who agreed, November 14, to submit the drivers’ wage 
dispute to the National Defense Mediation Board for settlement, 
but the strike was not generally considered as an “outlaw” 
strike (see Traffic World, Nov. 22, p. 1343). The dockmen’s 
demands were not discussed in the dispute over the drivers’ 
wages and were not to be considered in the mediation proceed- 
ings, which have been set for hearing at Washington, D. C., 
December 2. 


C. R. Olson, assistant general manager, Inter-State Motor 
Freight System, chairman of the Chicago truckers’ negotiating 
committee, said the operators had offered the dockmen a wage 
increase of three cents an hour before the strike was called. 
The terms agreed on also represented concessions by the em- 
ployes, who, when they struck, asked for a 20 cents an hour 
increase, time and a half for all hours more than eight a day, 
and double pay for work on Sundays and holidays. 


Tom Neblitt, Washington, D. C., of the Office of Production 
Management, took part in the negotiations between the two 
groups. In the strike period, operations of truckers into and 
out of the city were largely tied up. A few operators were not 
affected because they employed dockmen who belonged to the 
Chicago Teamsters Union, an independent union, which had not 
struck. 


Rail Express Labor Dispute 


The emergency board appointed by the President to in- 
vestigate and report on the dispute between the Railway Ex- 
press Agency, Inc., and certain of its employes represented by 
the International Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chauffeurs, Stable- 
men and Helpers (see Traffic World, Nov. 15, p. 1273) has sub- 
mitted its report to the President, stating that the representa- 
tives of the two unions involved in the dispute had gone far, 
“but not all the way,” in promising that there would be no 
strike on account of present jurisdictional or representational 
differences, and that permaneot adjustment of the controversy 
remained a problem. 


“The board feels that all such disputes should be settled 
finally by the unions, peaceably and without embroiling em- 
ployers or interrupting service with consequent damage to 
public interest,” said the report. ‘That is a plain and in- 
escapable duty—emergency or no emergency. It is a duty 
primarily to government and the people. It is a duty also to 
labor. . . . The assurances given this board by the representa- 
tives of the unions inspire the hope that they will perform their 
plain duty. If that hope is disappointed their may come neces- 
sity for government to assert the supremacy of its interest and 
nower. Not yet has it been established that the strike is a 
legitimate weapon of inter-union contest... .” 


The board said the strikes at Detroit had been called off 
before the board convened and that it was argued it had no 
jurisdiction to proceed. However, it said, it conceived its duty 
to be to investigate and report. It observed the immediate 
and sole cause of the trouble was rivalry between the Inter- 
national Brotherhood of Teamsters and the Brotherhood of 
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Railway and Steamship Clerks, Freight Handlers, Express and 
Station Employes for the right to represent about 300 employes. 

“Against the BRC the IBT campaigned for membership,” 
the report said. “The BRC waged a counter campaign. Which 
has a majority of the vehicle men employed by the REA at 
Detroit this board does not, cannot, determine. Suffice it to 
say that, as the hearing was concluded, each was claiming a 
majority.” 





R. B. A. BOOK ON RAIL LABOR 

“Railways and Organized Labor,” by Harvey Middleton, 
secretary, Railway Business Association, is a 126-page historical 
and critical summary of the development of organizations in 
the railway labor field and the attempts at the regulation of 
railway labor affairs through federal legislation. The exec- 
utive committee of the R. B. A. commissioned Mr. Middleton to 
write the book, and its release was authorized at the recent 
meeting of the Association in Chicago (see Traffic World, No- 
vember 16, p. 1268). The text begins with a description of the 
first union of locomotive engineers in 1855, and describes the 
growth of the Knights of Labor and the American Federation 
of Labor, and the effects on organized labor of the Pullman 
strike of 1894. Other chapters tell of the adoption and work- 
ing of the Erdman, Newlands and Adamson laws; the creation, 
functioning and abolition of the United States Railroad Labor 
Board; adoption of the railway labor act 1926, the operations 
of the adjustment board under that law, and the need for 
amendment of it. There is an appendix summarizing the rail- 
road labor union movement chronologically. 





R. R. Retirement Board Operations 


“Benefits under the railroad retirement act in October 
amounted to $10,550,629, bringing total payments from the be- 
ginning of operations to $471,961,413,” says the Railroad Re- 
tirement Board. “During this period the board certified 
150,814 employe annuities, 48,543 pensions, 3,096 survivor an- 
nuities, 5,963 death benefit annuities, and 47,011 lump-sum death 
benefits. 

“Employe annuities in force at the end of October totaled 
121,798, with a monthly amount payable of $8,011,426. The 
average monthly payment was $65.78. 

“The balance in the railroad retirement account at the end 
of October was $113,012,243, consisting of $112,000,000 in Treas- 
ury notes and $1,012,243 in unobligated cash. Administrative 
expenses for the four months July-October amounted to $1,- 
003,330, leaving a balance of $2,146,669 for the remainder of the 
fiscal year. Payments through October 31 and obligations as of 
that date to employers for collecting records of prior service 
and earnings amounted to $3,397,909, leaving a balance of 
$5,602,090 in the special appropriation of $9,000,000 for this 
work. 

“Claims under the railroad unemployment insurance act 
totaled 36,891 in the four-week period from September 27 to 
October 31, and benefits certified amounted to $693,879, of which 
$690,305 was for claims in the current benefit year. The average 
certification on claims with a maximum of 10 compensable 
days was $22.96. 

“The number of applications for certificate of benefit rights 
increased in October for the first time since the beginning of 
the benefit year, reflecting the first seasonal layoffs of main- 
tenance of way employes in the north and northwest. The 
weekly average for October was 1,194, as compared with 986 
in September. 

“The employment service was more active in October than 
in any previous month, with weekly placements averaging 720. 
Notifications of 6,747 openings were received and 2,077 pre- 
viously reported openings were canceled. Nearly 7,100 qualified 
workers were referred to the available vacancies and 3,611 
were placed.” 


FUNDS FOR TRANSPORTATION BOARD 


President Roosevelt has sent a request to Congress for a 
supplemental appropriation for the transportation board, for 
the fiscal year 1942, amounting to $246,500, to remain available 
until September 18, 1942. 

The communication from the President embodied a letter 
addressed to him by Harold D. Smith, director of the Bureau 
of the Budget, which said that the original estimate of $100,000 
for the board, which sum was provided under the first supple- 
mental national defense appropriation act, 1942, was prepared 
before the board was established and therefore was not based 
on a definite plan. 

“Since the members of the board have now been ap- 
pointed,” said Budget Director Smith’s letter, “it is necessary 
to provide them with sufficient funds to develop their program 
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and organization and to proceed with the studies which are 
indicated in the act. The estimate of $246,500 herewith syp. 
mitted will enable the board to pursue this program oply 
through September 18, 1942, when the tenure of the boarg 
will have expired by law unless extended by Presidentiaj 
proclamation. 

The budget director’s estimate covers: expenses incident 
to attendance at meetings or conventions of societies or aggo. 
ciations concerned with the problem of the board; contraq 
stenographic reporting services; lawbooks and books of ref. 
erence; not to exceed $500 for periodicals and newspapers: 
rents in the District of Columbia; typewriters, adding machines 
and other labor-saving devices, including their repair and ex. 
change; payment of actual transportation expenses, and not to 
exceed $10 per diem in lieu of subsistence and other expenses 
of persons serving, while away from their homes, without other 
compensation from the United States, in an advisory capacity 
to the board. r 





RESUMPTION OF RED CAP HEARING 


Baird Snyder, acting administrator of the Labor Depart- 
ment’s wage and hour division, announced November 22 that 
a hearing on the ten-cents-a-bag system for red caps would 
be resumed December 1 in the Labor Department building, 
Washington, with Thomas Holland, director of the division's 
research and statistics branch, presiding. 

The announcement said hearings had been held in New 
York, St. Louis and Chicago, and that dates for a session in 
Dallas, Tex., would be announced later. The session in Wash- 
ington, it said, would cover the railroad terminals operated by 
the following companies: Washington Terminal Co., Washing- 
ton, D. C.; Birmingham Terminal Co., Birmingham, Ala,; At- 
lanta Terminal Co., Atlanta, Ga.; Savannah Union Station Co, 
Savannah, Ga.; Jacksonville Terminal Co., Jacksonville, Fla.: 
Tampa Union Station Co., Tampa, Fla., and Durham Union 
Station Co., Durham, N. C. Also under consideration, it said, 
would be the stations of the Pennsylvania and the Baltimore 
& Ohio at Baltimore, Md.; the B. & O. station at Silver Spring, 
Md., and stations of the Seaboard in Clearwater, Ocala, M'ami, 
Tallahassee, Tampa, St. Petersburg, and West Palm Beach, 
Fla.; Norlina, Raleigh, Weldon, Hamlet, Southern Pines, and 
Wilmington, N. C., Camden and Columbia, S. C., and Peters- 
burg and Portsmouth, Va. 


OPM CONTAINER BRANCH 

The Office of Production Management has announced that 
jurisdiction over the folding and set-up box industries has been 
transferred from the pulp and paper branch to the containers 
branch. William W. Fitzhugh has been appointed chief of this 
section, which covers folding cartons and boxes, set-up cartons 
and boxes, and_paraffin cartons and pails. 

The containers branch says that packaging material may 
not be obtained with the assistance of preference rating order 
P-22, commonly known as the maintenance and repair order. 

It was emphasized that no packaging material was in- 
cluded under this order, and that no preference rating under 
it could be applied for the obtaining or placing of purchasing 
orders for any packaging material. 

“Packaging material” includes bags of all types, barrels, 
bottles, boxes, cans, containers, cooperage, cores, crates, cal- 
tons, cases, tubes, labels, wrappers, wrapping papers, liners, 
envelopes, cushioning or protective packing material, or their 
component parts made of paper, wood, fabric, glass, plastic, 
metal, or any other material. 

The foregoing applies to returnable packaging material, as 
well as that used only one time. 


MERCHANDISE WAREHOUSE SPACE 

Harry D. Crooks, consultant on merchandise warehousing, 
has reported to Ralph Budd, defense transportation commis- 
sioner, that vacant space in public merchandise warehouses as 
of October 1 totaled 7,000,000 square feet, or 20.5 per cent of 
the occupiable space, compared with 20.1 per cent September 1. 

Mr. Crooks’ report showed that, on the basis of a survey 
in which 387 warehousing firms cooperated, the total gross 
space computed from outside building measurements was 
65,230,759 square feet and that the total of occupiable space 
intended for public warehousing of general merchandise was 
—— feet, with 26,880,316 square feet occupied on Octo- 
ber 1. 

Occupancy of warehouse space at Detroit was reported as 
94.3 per cent, and at Chicago as 92.8 per cent. New York City 
and nearby New Jersey warehouses had an occupancy of ap- 
proximately 85.5 per cent, Mr. Crooks said. He observed that 
storage demands for both government and industry continued 
to concentrate in the territory east of the Mississippi, sout 
of the Great Lakes, north of the Mason and Dixon line and east 
to the Atlantic. 
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Control of Exports 


General licenses for exportations to countries of the British 
Empire, other than Canada, Newfoundland and Great Britain 
and northern Ireland, of certain oils, fats, rubber, petrolatum, 
quinine, pigments, and electrical machinery and apparatus, 
together with the forms, conversions and derivatives thereof, 
will no longer be in effect after midnight Dec. 8, 1941, accord- 
ing to current controls bulletin No. 1, made available by the 
economic defense board, Office of Export Control. The bulle- 
tin is to be used in connection with comprehensive export 
control schedule No. 4. 

With the exception of certain oils, fats and pigments, the 
aforementioned articles and materials thereafter will be shipped 
either under the unlimited licenses held by the British Purchas- 
ing Commission or under individual licenses issued by the eco- 
nomic defense board. 

“The unlimited licenses issued to the British Purchasing 
Commission have been extended to be applicable to all parts 
of the British Empire, except Great Britain and northern Ire- 
land, Canada and Newfoundland, destinations to which the 
general licenses will continue to apply,” says the board. “The 
unlimited licenses of the British Purchasing Commission also 
will cover shipments to Eire and Egypt.” 

Effective immediately, “the unlimited license coverage af- 
fected by these orders,’”’ says the board, includes certain forms 
of paper in addition to oils, fats, rubber, petrolatum, quinine, 
pigments and electrical machinery and apparatus. 

Commodities and countries of destination concerned with 
the changes in controls are shown in detail in current controls 
bulletin No. 1. 

All outstanding general and individual export licenses au- 
thorizing any exportation whatever to Algeria, French Morocco, 
and Tunis (Tunisia) have been revoked, according to instructions 
to customs collectors issued by the Economic Defense Board, 
Office of Export Control. 

In addition, all licenses authorizing the exportation of 
petroleum products of any kind whatever to Spain and its pos- 
sessions and Tangier also have been revoked. 

Future shipments of the articles and materials referred to 
above to the destinations mentioned must be authorized by new 
individual licenses issued by the Economic Defense Board, 
Office of Export Control. 

The Office of Export Control of the Economic Defense 
Board has issued current controls bulletin No. 1, for use in 
connection with comprehensive export contro] schedule No. 4, 
setting out amendments of general licenses, effective as of mid- 
night, December 8, as to shipments of designated items to 
Canada, Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Newfoundland, 
Greenland, Iceland, Philippine Islands, Dutch West Indies 
and 20 American republics. The bulletin also lists items as to 
which unlimited licenses issued to the British Purchasing Com- 
mission have been amended, effective as of midnight, Decem- 
ber 8, and certain other data pertaining to shipments requiring 
approval of the British Purchasing Commission for shipment 
under unlimited license or requiring authorization by an indi- 
vidual license issued by the Office of Export Control. Infor- 
mation regarding the unlimited licenses issued to the British 
Purchasing Commission may be obtained from that commis- 
sion, whose address is 910 G Street, N. W., Washington, D. C. 


St. Lawrence Waterway 


Controversy in the Senate over parts of a proposed agree- 
ment between the United States and Canada relating to di- 
version of waters of the Niagara River for power-generation 
purposes, which parts some Senators regarded as involving 
an implication of Senate approval of the U. S.-Canada agree- 
ment for utilization of the water in the Great Lakes-St. Law- 
rence basin, signed March 19, 1941, led to recommitment of the 
Niagara river diversion agreement to the Senate foreign rela- 
tions committee for further study, November 24. 

_ The considered arrangement for diversion of waters of the 
Niagara river above Niagara Falls to the extent of an addi- 
tional 3,000 cubic feet a second on the Canadian side and an 
additional 7,500 cubic feet a second on the United States side, 
for the period of the emergency, subject to reconsideration 
October 1, 1942, was set out in a note addressed to the Canadian 
minister, Leighton McCarthy, K. C., by Assistant Secretary 
Berle of the State Department, dated October 27, 1941. The 
note included the following: 


Upon acceptance of these proposals by your government, it will be 
even more important than it was earlier in the year to proceed with 
wd construction, in the 1942 open season, of remedial works. The 
ee States-St. Lawrence Advisory Committee and the Canadian 
inemPorary Great Lakes-St. Lawrence Basin Committee . . . should be 
nstructed immediately by the respective governments to concert for 
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the purpose of jointly recommending to the two governments—(1) the 
exact nature and design of the works that should be constructed in 
1942, and (2) the allocation of the task of construction as between the 
two governments, . 


Senator Adams, of Colorado, asked why there should be 
included in the notes provisions in reference to the St. Law- 
rence seaway. He said he wondered why the letter did not 
stop with the specific point in question, i. e., the diversion of 
water from the Niagara. It seemed to him, he said, that there 
had been included some form of commitment to the St. Law- 
rence seaway treaty—‘“an entirely different thing from permit- 
ting an increased use of the waters of the Niagara river.” 
Senator Clark, of Missouri, said Senator Adams’ point was 
“well taken.” He said that when he had asked Assistant Sec- 
retary Berle in the foreign relations committee hearing No- 
vember 19 what was the difference between “this sort of a 
treaty” and the St. Lawrence agreement “which it was claimed 
was not a treaty,’’ Mr. Berle stood mute and did not answer. 

Senator O’Mahoney, of Wyoming, in urging recommitment 
of the exchange of notes, said “a great many people” in his state 
had written to him in opposition to the St. Lawrence waterway 
project that he had not given them any answer or any com- 
mitment because he had not studied the question sufficiently, 
but that he did not want to participate in any commitment that 
a law might do the work of a treaty. 

Senator Austin, of Vermont, said he opposed ratification 
of “this treaty,” adding that as he construed it, it treated “what 
we regard as a pending treaty” as a mere piece of legislation 
and assumed that it would become a law. He said he thought 
the subject of the pending Great Lakes-St. Lawrence waterway 
was important enough to be treated on its merits and directly, 
“instead of being maneuvered into such a position that another 
country in joint treaty relations with us will be justtified in 
interpreting our act differently than we meant it.” 

The Senate foreign relations committee on November 26 
reported to the Senate the Niagara water diversion agreement 
after striking out, by a vote of 7 to 6, the paragraph of the 
Berle letter which had been interpreted by some Senators as 
indicating Senate approval of the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence 
seaway project. 


Rivers and Harbors Bill 


Chairman Mansfield, of the House rivers and harbors com- 
mittee, has submitted, on behalf of a majority of the committee, 
a favorable report on H. R. 5993, the omnibus rivers and har- 
bors bill authorizing expenditures totaling $989,000,000 for har- 
bor, waterway, flood control and hydro-electric power projects. 
The report recommended enactment of the bill with the asser- 
tion that complete development of waterways constituted a 
definite and tangible national asset. 


“The committee wishes to emphasize the obvious fact that 
this bill is purely an authorization measure and that, with the 
exception of projects certified as essential to national defense, 
no appropriations are expected until the present emergency is 
definitely over,” said the report. 

Chairman Mansfield said he did not plan to ask for imme- 
diate consideration of the bill. ° He indicated it would not be 
brought up for consideration in the House until after Jan- 
uary 1. 


Representative Beiter, of New York, filed a minority re- 
port which raised objections to the bill with the contentions 
that it would authorize projects which had been rejected pre- 
viously by Congress, such as the St. Lawrence waterway and 
the Florida ship canal, or projects which were unjustified eco- 
nomically. The minority report said that while it recognized 
that some projects in the bill were essential to defense, it could 
not place in that category such developments as the Florida 
ship canal, the Beaver-Mahoning canal and other developments 
costing many millions. It said the majority’s comment that 
the bill was merely an authorization measure and not an ap- 
propriation bill was “not well taken,” adding that ‘“authoriza- 
tion is the first step to appropriation.” 

Signers of the 26-page minority report, besides Mr. Beiter, 
were: Representatives Rodgers, of Pennsylvania; L. W. Hall, 
of New York; Bender, of Ohio; Peterson, of Florida; Osmers, 
of New Jersey; Carter, of California, and Schulte, of Indiana. 

Among the 236 projects listed in the bill are the following, 
each involving a first cost of more than $5,000,000: 


Connecticut River, between Hartford, Conn., and Holyoke, Mass., 
$12,344,000, with $200.000 annually for maintenance and operation; 
modification of existing project to provide for construction of a lock, 
dam and power plant at Enfield Rapids and for-alteration of bridges 
by local interests. 

East River, N. Y., $34,509,000, for modification of existing project 
for river section from Brooklyn Navy Yard to Throgs Neck to provide 
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for a channel generally 40 feet deep at mean low water, 550 to 1,000 
feet wide, including various specific improvements. 

Savannah River below Augusta, Ga., and Clark Hill Reservoir, 
$28,000 000, for modification of existing improvement to provide for 
construction of reservoir for regulation of stream flow in the interests 
of navigation and for development of hydro-electric power. 

Florida ship canal, $197,921,000, for construction of a canal across 
upper Florida of minimum depths of 33 and 34 fect and of minimum 
bottom widths ranging from 400 feet to 1,000 feet, connecting the 
Atlantic with the Gulf; estimated annual maintenance cost, $913,000. 

Apalachicola, Chattahoochee and Flint rivers, Ga. and Fla., $6,- 
500,000; modification of existing projects to provide for construction 
of two locks and dams, supplemented by dredging and construction 
works, to provide navigable depth of 6 feet to Columbus and Bain- 
bridge, Ga., with additicnal annual maintenance cost of $200,000. 

Alabama and Coosa River tributaries, Ala. and Ga., $60,000,000, for 
construction of navigation and power dams on the Alabama and Coosa 
rivers. 

Warrior and Tombigbee rivers, Ala. and Miss., $6,750,000 for con- 
struction of dam with normal life of about 40 feet and with lock cham- 
ber approximately 77 feet wide and 600 feet long, near Demopolis, 
Ala., to replace four existing dams. 

Tennessee-Tombigbee waterway, $66,000,000 for construction of 
waterway to connect the Tennessee and Tombigbee rivers, so as to 
provide a channel not less than 9 feet deep with minimum bottom 
width cf 179 feet in river and canal sections and 115 feet in the divide 
cut, with locks; estimated annual maintenance cost, $500,000. 

Louisiana and Texas intracoastal waterway, New Orleans, La., to 
Corpus Christi, Tex., $5,200,000, to provide channel 12 feet deep with 
bottom width of 125 feet, following the route of the existing water- 
way; estimated additional annual maintenance cost, $200,000. 

Neches and Angelina rivers, Tex., $23,000,000, plus contribution of 
$5,000,000 by state or local agency, for construction of Rockland reser- 
voir on Neches River, McGee Bend reservoir on Angelina River, and 
two power-regulating dams on the Neches River; estimated additional 
annual maintenance cost, $200,000. 


Trinity River and tributaries, Tex., $15,000,000, for flood control 
and allied purposes and canalization of Trinity River from Houston 
ship channel to Liberty, Tex., to depth of 9 feet and width of 150 
to 200 feet; estimated annual maintenance cost, $155,000; ultimate 
object to canalize river from Galveston Bay to Dallas and Fort Worth. 

Guadalope River, Tex., $8,500,000, for modification of existing 
project to provide 9-foot channel from Louisiana-Texas intracoastal 
waterway to point three miles above Victoria, and for construction of 
Canyon reservoir and power plant at Canyon Dam. 

Mississippi River between Ohio and Missouri rivers, $10,290,000, 
for lateral canal 8 miles long, 9 feet deep, with bottom width of 300 
feet and lock at lower end of canal. 

Missouri River below Sioux City, Ia., $6,000,000, for 9-foot deep 
channel of minimum width of 300 feet, to mouth of river. 

Beaver and Mahoning rivers, Pa. and O., $48,179,000, for canal 12 
feet deep and 250 feet wide between Rochester, Pa., and Struthers, O. 
Annual maintenance cost estimate, $523,000. 

St. Marys Falls Canal, Mich., new lock, $8,000,000. 

Snake River, Ore., Wash. and Ida., $30,200,000, for development 
for power and navigation. 

Umatilla Dam, Columbia River, Ore. and Wash., $49,470,000; esti- 
mated annual maintenance cost, $315,000. 


St. Lawrence seaway and power project, $277,056,515. 


The committee report said that 36 projects in the bill had 
been certified as necessary in the national defense. These were 
not listed separately, but were designated, in summaries of data 
pertaining to the individual projects, by mention of their en- 
dorsement as defense projects by one or more government 
agencies. The 36 defense projects did not include the Florida 
ship canal, the Beaver and Mahoning River Canal, the Uma- 
tilla dam, the Alabama and Coosa River project, the Neches 
and Angelina River development, Texas, the Trinity River im- 
provement in Texas, and the Snake River improvement in Ore- 
gon, Idaho and Washington, or the Illinois waterway and In- 
diana Harbor Canal. 

Projects certified as essential for defense are the following: 


Portland Harbor, Mc., $3,780,000; Boston Harbor, Mass., $68,000; 
Weymouth Fore River, Mass., $225,000; Nantucket Harbor, Mass., 
$31,500; East River, N. Y., $34,509,000; East River, N. Y. (Corlears Hook 
Reef), $1,800,000, Lake Montauk Harbor, N. Y., $105,000; Raritan River, 
N. J., $1,110,000; New Jersey intracoastal waterway, N. J., $2,100,000; 
Mnasquan River, N. J.. $143,000; Cold Spring Inlet, N. J., $71,000; 
Baitimore Harbor, Curtis Creek, Md., $150,000; Oyster Channel, Va., 
$29,000; Hampton Creek, Va., $15,000; Little River, Va., $109,000; 
Charleston Harbor, S. C., $1,830,000; Shipyard River, S. C., $132,000; 
Savannih River below Augusta, Ga., $28,000.000; St. Johns River, Fla., 
Jacksonville to the ocean, $725,000; Canaveral Harbor, Fla., $830,500; 
St. Lucie River, Fla., $46,000; Caloosahatchee River and Lake Okeecho- 
bee drainage areas, Fla., $3,960,060 and $208,000; Tennessee-Tombigbee 
waterway, $66,000,000. 

Mississippi River, Baton Rouge to Gulf, $4,200,000; Sabine-Neches 
waterway, Tex., $55,000; Mississippi River between Ohio and Missouri 
rivers, $10,290,000; St. Marys Falls canal, new lock, $8,000,000; St. 
Clair River, Mich., southeast bend, $135,000; San Diego Harbor, Calif., 
$165,000; Morro Bay, Calif., $976,000 and $1,237,000; Redwood Creek, 
Calif., $483,000; San Pablo Bay and Mare Island Strait, Calif., $7,600; 
Lake Crockett, Wash. (Keystone Harbor), $225,000; Wrangell Nar- 
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rows, Alaska, $2,731,000; Keehi Lagoon, Hawaii, $742,000, and gt, 
Lawrence seaway and power project, $277,056,515. 


COASTWISE COAL RATES 
The Maritime Commission has announced adoption of the 
following rates for the transportation of coastwise bulk coaj 
as maxima in which the commission will concur for any vesse] 
tendered for loading after Nov. 25: 


For Hampton Roads or Philadelphia loading: To Boston (including 
Lynn, Salem and Beverly), $1.25; to Portsmouth, N. H., and Portland, 
Me., $1.40; to ports east of Portland, Me., $1.60; to Philadelphia ang 
New York, $1; to Long Island Sound ports, $1.10; and to Thames 
River ports above New London, $1.25. 


The adopted rates, based on a ton of 2,240 pounds, accord. 
ing to the commission, do not cover coal transported by barges, 
Usual conditions in that trade, it said, would apply. 


ARMING OF MERCHANT SHIPS 


President Roosevelt, at his press conference November 28, 
announced that American merchant vessels sailing on routes 
between United States ports and ports of Spain, Portugal, and 
their adjacent island possessions, would not be armed; also 
that such ships would not be armed on routes in the inter- 
American trade between the United States ports and ports in 
Central and South America. 

As to American ships on the Pacific Ocean, he said, they 
would not be armed “under existing circumstances.” Public 
announcement, he said, would be made of any change of policy 
affecting any of these routes. 


NEUTRALITY AND SHIPPING 
As the result of the recent revision of the neutrality act, 
American shippers will no longer be required to transfer title 
of goods before shipment to belligerent countries, according 
to the Treasury Department. Collectors of customs have been 
notified to disregard all transfer regulations formerly promul- 
gated under section 2 (c). 


MAILS AND NEUTRALITY ACT 


The Post Office Department has announced that, in view 
of the repeal of section 2 of the neutrality act of 1939 by an 
act of Congress (see Traffic World, Nov. 15, p. 1284), all in- 
structions previously issued in the matter of treating and re- 
stricting mails containing articles or materials for “certain 
belligerent foreign countries” have been revoked. Accordingly, 
said the notice signed by Smith W. Purdum, Second Assistant 
Postmaster General, mails containing articles or materials for 
all foreign countries may be accepted, so far as the neutrality 
act is concerned. 





CHICAGO BROKERS’ COMMITTEE RESIGNATION 


J. A. Lansing, manager, D. C. Andrews and Company, who 
last week was appointed one of a committee of two, to develop 
the views of export and import freight brokers in the Chi- 
cago area on H. R. 6001, the Oliver bill, for the Chicago 
Freight Forwarders’ and Custom Brokers’ Association, has 
notified W. P. Naumes, president of that association, that he Is 
ineligible to serve because his firm is no longer a member of 
it. D. C. Andrews and Company resigned from the association 
about ten days ago, according to Mr. Lansing. 





M. C. WATER CARRIER REPORT FORMS 


The Maritime Commission has announced revision of the 
forms prescribed and issued by it for cargo and passenger re- 
ports for vessels arriving at U. S. ports and for vessels depart- 
ing from U.S. ports. The forms are identified as Form 7801 and 
Form 7802. Execution of the forms is required only with re- 
spect to vessels operating between a port in continental United 
States and a port in a foreign country or in any of the terr'- 
tories or possessions of the United States, including the Philip: 
pine Islands. 


M. C. TANKER AND TUG CONTRACTS 


Contracts for the construction of 12 coastal tankers and 
four seagoing tugs have been announced by the Maritime Com- 
mission. It said the vessels, to cost approximately $11,000,000, 
would be built by three shipbuilding companies and that they 
were a part of the commission’s secondary or small ship pro- 

ram. 
, Eight of the coastal tanker vessels will be built by the 
Barnes-Duluth Shipbuilding Co., of Duluth, Minn., according to 
the commission. The tankers are to be delivered between June 
1, and October 20, 1942. 

The other four tankers, for which contracts were executed, 
will be constructed by the Lancaster Iron Works of Lancaster, 
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Pa., says the commission. The four are to be delivered between 
July 1 and October 1 of next year. The concern will fabricate 
the steel work at its Lancaster plant and construct the vessels at 
its shipyard at Perryville, Md. 

The four seagoing tugs will be constructed by Froemming 
Bros., Inc., of Milwaukee, Wis. The tugs are scheduled to be de- 
jivered between August 1 and October 29 of next year. 

The tankers will be 212 feet long, have a 37-foot beam and 
12-foot draft. They will have direct Diesel propulsion. Having 
a cargo capacity of 12,660 barrels, the vessels’ dimensions are 
such that they can pass from the Great Lakes to the ocean. 

Of new design, the seagoing tugs will be the largest com- 
mercial vessels of their type. They will have a length of 194 
feet nine inches, breadth of 27 feet and draft of 15 feet six 
inches. Diesel propelled, each tug can generate 2,250 horse- 

ower. 

According to previously announced plans the commission 
has, under its program, contracted for 127 vessels of special 
types, Which can be built without interfering with emergency 
production of 1,200 larger ships. This program is distinct from 
the commission’s major ship program, said the announcement. 





TVA RAIL-HIGHWAY BRIDGE CHANGES 
President Roosevelt has signed H. R. 3182, providing for 
the assumption by the Tennessee Valley Authority of the cost of 
reconstructing or repairing any bridge across the Tennessee 
River in connection with the construction of dams (see Traffic 
World, Oct. 18, p. 1012). 


TANKER OIL RATES 
The Maritime Commission, November 28, announced a 20 
per cent reduction on oil in tankers from the United States gulf 
or Caribbean ports to east coast United States ports, effective 
December 1. 
The maximum rate the commission hereafter will recognize 
is 40 cents a barrel instead of 50 cents. 





SAILINGS TO S. A. 


“In furtherance of the ‘Good Neighbor Policy’” says the 
Maritime Commission, it has approved the request of the 
Moore-McCormack Lines, Inc., to change the itineraries and 
dates of sailing for three passenger liners plying between the 
United States and east coast South American ports. The re- 
vised schedule will make it possible for many additional per- 
sons to visit South America in the winter cruise season. 

The change in sailing dates will permit the Brazil and the 
Uruguay to be in Rio de Janeiro during the Mardi Gras Fes- 
tival, February 14 to February 18, 1942. Two additional ports, 
St. Thomas, Virgin Islands and the Argentine seaside resort of 
Mar del Plata, will be added to the itinerary for the special 
winter cruises. Along with the Argentina, the three liners com- 
prise the “Good Neighbor Fleet.” 

Under the revised schedule, the Brazil will sail from New 
York on January 16, 1942; the Uruguay, January 30; and the 
Argenuna, february 13. 





RIVER-SHIPPED COAL PRICES 


Two producers in the Fulton-Peoria field in Illinois, the 
Truax-Traer Coal Co. and the United Electric Coal Companies, 
have been authorized temporarily by the Interior Department’s 
bituminous coal division to charge lower minimum delivered 
prices for river-shipped coal sold to designated Chicago dealers 
While final decision is pending on a request for permanent lower 
prices for river shipments. 

The temporary order also requires producers and dealers 
to file certain information with the division to provide means 
of ascertaining whether savings due to cheaper transportation 
charges resulting from shipping coal by river instead of by 
railroad are passed along to the ultimate consumers. The deal- 
ers named in the order are South Chicago Coal & Dock Co., Chi- 
cago Waterways Fuel Co., Silver Creek Coal Co., Riverdale 
Coal & Dock Co., Consumers Co. of Illinois, and the Holland 
Coal Co. The division said the two petitioners contended that 
the use of Illinois river transportation instead of railroad fa- 
cilities resulted in the saving of 40 cents a ton in transporta- 
ion charges for certain sizes of coal and that changes in min- 
imum price schedules, now based on rail transportation charges, 
Were necessary to enable consumers to enjoy the benefits of 
cheaper water transportation and to preserve fair competitive 
°pportunities which, the petitioners claimed, existed prior to 
establishment of minimum prices. 





CARMODY NOMINATION OPPOSED 


Harry Lundeberg, secretary-treasurer of the Sailors’ Union 
= the Pacific and president of the Seafarers’ International 
— of North America (AFL), and C. F. May, president of 

est Coast Local No. 90, National Organization of Masters, 
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Mates and Pilots, have sent telegrams to the Senate commerce 
committee, expressing opposition to the nomination of John H. 
Carmody, former federal works administrator, as a member of 
the Maritime Commission (see Traffic World, Nov. 22, p. 
1352). The nomination has been referred to a subcommittee 
of the Senate commerce committee, with Senator Hill, of 
Alabama, as chairman. 

Mr. Lundeberg’s telegram said a man who was familiar with 
shipping should be appointed for the Maritime Commission 
post and charged that Mr. Carmody had been connected with 
Communistic front organizations. Mr. May’s telegram con- 
tended that Mr. Carmody had no knowledge of the maritime 
industry, was not qualified, and was “very partisan.” It re- 
ferred to volume 1, pages 439 to 570 of the record of hearings 
before the special committee on un-American activities, saying 
that the cited pages showed that Mr. Carmody represented 
“such Communistic organizations as Soviet Russia Today, 
American League for Peace and Democracy, Washington 
Friends of Spanish Democracy, etc.” It asked that “a person 
outstanding in integrity, and with an extensive knowledge of 
maritime industries” be selected for the commission vacancy. 


SALE OF VESSELS TO IRELAND 


Under existing law, the Maritime Commission had no au- 
thority to sell any of its vessels except on a basis of competi- 
tive bidding, and as it desired to deal only with the Republic 
of Eire (Ireland) and was not disposed to sell the ships other- 
wise, legislation such as that under consideration was required 
to enable the commission to make the sale, the House merchant 
marine committee was told November 25 in a hearing on H. J. 
Res. 246, authorizing the Maritime Commission to sell the ves- 
sels West Neris and West Hematite to Ireland, on such terms 
and conditions as the commission might deem “necessary or 
desirable for the protection of the public interest.” 

The only witnesses heard by the committee were Repre- 
sentative McCormack, of Massachusetts, author of the resolu- 
tion, and Ney Evans, chairman of the Maritime Commission’s 
legislative committee. Mr. McCormack explained that the min- 
ister from Ireland had begun negotiations for purchase of the 
two ships, described as being of 8,000 to 9,000 deadweight tons, 
and that the commission was willing to sell them but could 
not do so until enabling legislation was enacted. The ships 
were desired, he said, for use in transporting foodstuffs and 
other products to Ireland. Mr. Evans answered a number of 
questions about the proposed transaction. 

The committee ordered the resolution reported favorably, 
with an amendment, the word “Ireland” being substituted for 
the word “Eire” in the resolution. 





LONGSHOREMEN’S STRIKE AVERTED 


Representatives of the International Longshoremen’s Asso- 
ciation, an American Federation of Labor affiliate, in a con- 
ference with representatives of five Atlantic coastal steamship 
companies, agreed, November 26, to an extension of the wage 
contract between those companies and the union, until petitions 
for increases in freight rates filed with the Commission by those 
lines have been acted on. Earlier in the week, there had been 
threats by the union that the 15,000 men involved, working at 
piers ranging from Portland, Me., to Norfolk, Va., would strike 
unless demands for increases from 95 cents to $1.10 an hour 
in their basic wage, and from $1.42% to $1.65 an hour in the 
overtime wage were granted. 

The lines involved—Clyde-Mallory, Eastern, Savannah, 
Bull and United Fruit—were represented at the conference, 
held in New York, by a committee headed by John B. Craig, 
vice-president, Clyde-Mallory Lines. Joseph P. Ryan, presi- 
dent of the International Longshoremen’s Union, was spokes- 
man for the workers. Thomas Finn, Department of Labor con- 
ciliator, attended. 

Steamship line representatives insisted, at the conference, 
that the wage increases demanded could not be met without 
the added revenue from increased freight rates. The union 
representatives agreed to a temporary renewal of the existing 
contract with the understanding that, if and when freight rates 
were increased, the steamship officials would again meet with 
the union leaders to negotiate a new wage contract. 





“SOLID FUELS” COORDINATOR 


Secretary Ickes, of the Interior Department, has announced 
appointment of Howard A. Gray, previously director of the de- 
partment’s bituminous coal division, as acting director of solid 
fuels coordination (see Traffic World, Nov. 15, p. 1268). It 
was announced simultaneously that Daniel H. Wheeler, assist- 
ant director of the bituminous coal division, had been named 
acting director of that division. 




































































Questions and Answers 


° In this column will be answered questions of both legal and 

practical nature that confront persons dealing with trafic. A 
specialist on interstate commerce law, who is a member of our spe- 
cial service department, will give his opinion in answer to any sim- 
ple question relating to the law of interstate transportation of 
freight. The same man, with long experience and wide knowledge, 
will answer questions relating to practical traffic problems. We do 
not desire to take the place of the traffic man but to help him in 
his work, 

The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this column any 
question, legal or traffic, that it may appear to us unwise to answer 
or that involves a situation too complex for the kind of investiga- 
tion herein contemplated. If a more comprehensive answer to a 
question is desired than is thought proper for this column, the 
department will answer it by letter for a reasonable charge. 

No attention will be paid to anonymous communications or 
questions from nonsubscribers, 

Address Questions and Answers Department, 
Trafic Service Corporation, Earle Building, Washington, D. O. 


Motor Carriers—Pool Car Distribution 


Pennsylvania.—Question: This company ships a certain 
article in lots up to around 5,000 pounds from its plant at Phil- 
adelphia to a number of wholesale dealers scattered throughout 
Ohio. We have always forwarded these lots as separate less 
truckload shipments, marking, of course, each package with 
name and address of consignee. 


Sometime back the rail carriers published a set of reduced 
carload commodity rates on this article from Philadelphia to 
several large Ohio cities. It seemed likely to us that we could 
save money by shipping in carload to a dealer at one of these 
points, arranging with him to reforward by truck the packages 
marked for other wholesalers in Ohio. Wishing to check the 
rates from the contemplated break-bulk cities to the other 
points, we wrote the Ohio general offices of a large motor car- 
rier asking them to furnish reference to motor tariffs “applying 
from points in Ohio to points in Ohio on interstate (ex-pool 
car) traffic.” 


The carrier’s chief of rates and tariffs presently replied 
that he did not know of any such tariffs, nor did he know off 
hand of any motor carriers who had operating authority to 
handle such traffic. He said also we would have to search 
among the intrastate operators. 


This statement was a great surprise for we are first, cer- 
tain that this would be interstate traffic, and second, strongly 
under impression that if there is a tariff naming rates between 
points in the state of Ohio and if same bears an MF-I. C. C. 
number on the title page, the rates therein will apply on the 
described ex-pool car traffic for the account of all carriers 
parties thereto having operating authority to handle commodi- 
ties generally between the points in question, except as other- 
wise specifically provided. 


To state an example by reference to a tariff with which 
we are familiar, if a car from an interstate origin was received 
at Philadelphia for distribution of lading to various points in 
Pennsylvania, we believe that the rates in Middle Atlantic 
States Motor Carrier Conference MF-I. C. C. A-28 (naming 
rates from Philadelphia to other points in Pennsylvania) could 
be applied to the traffic. 


Would you be good enough to advise whether a tariff com- 
parable in Ohio to MF-I. C. C. A-28 in Pennsylvania could be 
applied on ex-pool car traffic and whether special operating 
authority is required to handle such traffic? 


Answer: A tariff filed with the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission publishing rates from the distributing points in Ohio 
to destinations in that state to which you desire to ship from 
the distributing points, which does not restrict the application 
of the rates published therein from and to points in Ohio to 
intrastate traffic, may be applied on pool car shipments shipped 
from the distributing points. 


Provided a motor carrier has the authority to transport 
such freight from the distributing points to the points of final 
destination, specific authority from the Commission is not re- 
quired for the handling of pool car shipments. Such traffic is 
interstate in character. See A. C. Rice Storage Corp., Com- 
mon Carrier Application, 27 M. C. C., 605; Harper Trunk Line, 
Inc., Common Carrier Application, 26 M. C. C. 797. 


Demurrage—Strikes 


Pennsylvania.—Question: Sometime during the month of 
June we wrote you for information regarding demurrage due 
to strikes. Your answer appeared in the issue of July 12, page 
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107, and we notice you refer us to various cases covered by this 
item. 

It seems the strike in Allegheny County went into effeg 
June 1 and was not settled until June 28. Due to our not hay. 
ing any trucks of our own we were obliged to depend on a 
trucking company who have been hauling our carload and legs. 
carload business for the past fifteen (15) years. However, when 
the local Teamsters Union 249 permitted us to hire trucks ang 
they furnished the driver and helper, on June 20 we hired 
truck to haul these carloads. 

The railroad company claims that these were not our em. 
ployes that were on strike as we did not pay Social Security 
and other items for them. 

Kindly give us a specific case in which demurrage was 
assessed on cars over which the shipper and consignee had no 
control. 

Answer: Section G-1 of Rule 8 of Agent Jones’ Tariff 1. 
C. C. No. 3583, provides that demurrage charges assessed or 
collected for detention of cars due to strikes of the employes 
of the consignor or consignee shall be canceled or refunded, 

This provision is, of course, not applicable in this instance, 


Whether the principle of the decisions of the Commission 
to which we referred in our answer under the above caption, 
on page 107 of the July 12, 1941, Traffic World, is applicable. 
depends, it seems, upon the facts surrounding the nature and 
scope of the strike, that is, whether it was of such nature and 
proportions as to prevent effectively the unloading of cars by 
the consignees thereof. 


In the decision in Chronicle Publishing Co. vs. Great North- 
ern Ry Co., 243 I. C. C. 279, the Commission said: 


The situation presented here and in Balfour, Guthrie & Co. ys, 
Chicago, M., St. P. & P. R. Co., supra, may be readily distinguished 
from that prevailing in the line of cases represented by National 
Cooperage & Woodenware Co. vs. Alton & S. R., 241 I. C. C. 183, 
wherein division 2 found not unreasonable the usual demurrage charges 
for detention of cars during a strike at the plant of the complainant 
in that case. There, an ordinary industrial strike was in progress 
directed against complainant, and the interference with transportation 
was purely incidental to the cessation of plant operations. In a broad 
sense the plant operator must be considered as contributing to the 
situation by its part in the disagreement with its employes which led 
to the strike. 

Here, the strikers were not employes of complainant. The long- 
shoremen’s strike was directly against the transportation from and to 
vessels at the Pacific Coast ports. The strikers had no interest in the 
particular consignor, consignee, or carrier connected with any indi- 
vidual shipment. They undertook to prevent shipments arriving by 
boat from being delivered by any form of transportation. In other 
words, the strike was aimed at that broad class of interstate and 
foreign commerce which normally would move over the docks at the 
ports. Shipment by rail from Vancouver was regarded by the strikers 
as an attempt to circumvent their comprehensive plan to stop deliv- 
eries. The prevention of the delivery of any property originating as 
ship cargo was their objective. The incidental and localized inter- 
ference with transportation resulting from the ordinary industrial 
strike cannot be compared with the direct and far-reaching interfer- 
ence with commerce attendant upon the attempts of these strikers to 
attain their objective. 


Tariff interpretation—Application of Rule 29 of Classification 


New York—Question: Will you kindly give your interpre- 
tation of Rule 24 of Consolidated Freight Classification as it 
relates to shipments described as follows: 

What would be the freight charges on an L. C. L. ship 
ment of wooden piling, weighing 8,750 lbs., which requires two 
cars on account of length? 

What would the charges be on a shipment of iron pipe 
cement lined, dimensions of which are 27 ft. long, 10 in. in 
diameter, weighing 1,500 pounds? 

The first class rate is 83 cents per cwt. in both cases. 

Answer: Section 2 of Rule 29 and not Rule 24 of the Con- 
solidated Classification No. 14 determines the applicable 
charges to apply on the first shipment to which you refer. 

Section 2 provides that when an L. C. L. shipment requires 
on account of length, more than one car, actual weight shall 
be charged for the shipment at authorized ratings or rates 
— less than 7,500 pounds at the first class for each caf 
used. 

As to the second shipment, the provisions of Section 3(b) 
of Rule 29 apply. 

Section 3(b) provides that unless a lower rate is other 
wise provided, a shipment which contains an article exceeding 
24 feet, but not exceeding 40 feet 7 inches in length, and not 
exceeding 15 inches in diameter, shall be charged at actual 
weight and authorized rating, subject to minimum charge of 
1,000 pounds at first class rate for the entire shipment. 


Bill of Lading—Bond in Lieu of Surrender of Original 
Order Bill of Lading 
Virginia.—The following communication, relating to th 
practice of carriers releasing order notify shipments without 
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requiring a surrender of the order bill of lading, presents the 
matter in another light—namely, the liability of a carrier to 
criminal prosecution for releasing such shipments except where 
the bill of lading is lost or delayed: 


The Traffic World, November 15, 1941, page 1293, Question and 
Answer to “‘South Dakota’”’ “‘Bills of Lading—Bond in Lieu of Surren- 
der of Original Order Bill of Lading’’ raises a question which, in my 
opinion, is filled with dynamite. The provisions of Rule 7, Consoli- 
dated Freight Classification, for delivery of property without surrender 
of Original ‘“‘Order’’ Bill of Lading is subject solely to the precedent 
condition ‘“‘if such bill of lading be lost or delayed.’’ The rule was 
adopted with the view solely of relieving a situation brought about 
by the loss or delay of a bill of lading and for no other purpose. If 
the bill of lading is not lost or delayed and the carrier knowingly de- 
livers the shipment without its surrender, notwithstanding it is pro- 
tected by bond, the carrier is guilty of violation of the Elkins Act for 
failure ‘‘strictly to observe such tariffs’’ and if a consignee or other 
party obtains possession of the goods under like circumstances such 
party is equally guilty under the same Act of soliciting, accepting or 
receiving a concession or discrimination in respect to the transporta- 
tion of the property. I am sure that if shippers and carriers both 
realize the full foice of this statute such complaints as referred to by 
“South Dakota’’ will cease. 


Routing and Misrouting—Embargoes 


New York.—Question: We would appreciate your advice 
in connection with the following: 

Recently a New England Steamship carrier embargoed all 
freight at the Port of Boston. Subsequent to the embargo 
notice several of our suppliers routed L. C. L. shipments via 
rail to the Port of Boston in care of this particular steamship 
carrier and rail beyond to port of discharge. 


These shipments naturally could not move in connection 
with the steamship carrier as designated. However, the initial 
carrier took it upon themselves to route the shipments on an 
all-rail basis. We contend that they should have under the 
circumstances routed the shipments via another steamship car- 
rier as provided for in the through tariff governing. 


We would appreciate your informing us as to whether we 
have any grounds for insisting upon refunds based on the rail, 
water and rail available routing. 


Answer: Under the principle of the decisions in Weyl- 
Zuckerman & Co. vs. Colorado Midland Ry. Co., 27 I. C. C. 
493; Fred S. Morse Lumber Co. vs. Louisville & N. R. R. Co., 
33 I. C. C. 571; North Packing & Provision Co. vs. Director- 
General, 73 I. C. C. 749, and Underwood Lumber Corp. vs. 
Atlantic C. L. R. R. Co., 120 I. C. C. 175, it is the duty of a 
carrier to notify the shipper that a shipment cannot be for- 
warded as routed so as to afford the shipper the right to dis- 
pose of the shipment as he may elect. 

Pe is our opinion that the shipments in question were mis- 
routed. 


Perishable Goods—Liability of Carrier for Injury Thereto 
During Delay 


Kansas.—Question: We would like to have a question 
answered on which we suffered a heavy loss. We shipped a 
carload of perishable freight, frozen meat for animal consump- 
tion, moving the carload from our plant in Kansas to Washing- 
ton, D. C., stopping for partial unloading at Pittsburgh, Penn- 
sylvania. For reasons of our own on account of rate matters 
the car was routed through the St. Louis Gateway. There were 
two intermediate carriers between the originating carrier and 
the delivering carrier. 


Good service was made to St. Louis, but after the car left 
St. Louis it took five days to get to Pittsburgh for a sixth 
morning delivery at the stopover point—Pittsburgh. At the 
first point (Pittsburgh) the shipment was unloaded and imme- 
diately placed in cold storage, refreezing that portion of the 
car and preventing a claim there. The balance of the car 
moved to destination and on this portion of the car the con- 
tents were badly spoiled. We salvaged what we could at desti- 
nation and held down the loss to a minimum. 


., Lhe car ran out of ice on arrival at Pittsburgh. Car was 
billed to re-ice at Pittsburgh. Shouldn’t the car have been iced 
between St. Louis and Pittsburgh by the carrier involved in 
accordance with the rules of the Perishable Protective Freight 
tariff? The junctions on the bill of lading were placed by the 
carriers, The delivering carrier who received the car at a 
— in Ohio contended that that was the only service they 

ad; however, this junction point (Delphos, Ohio) is on the 
main line and many through freight trains run every day on 
Which this car could have been placed. 


tive We contend that the service was very, very poor irrespec- 
=o ‘he routing and that the carriers should have iced the 
abe nowing that it was frozen meat and was highly perish- 
me e. Che service could have been speeded up, thereby pre- 

nting the loss. We also contend that five days service from 
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St. Louis to Pittsburgh on highly perishable freight is very 
poor service. 

While the carriers have built up a nice defense toward 
declining the claim, we believe the responsibility was theirs 
and the claim should be settled amicably. 

We would appreciate your giving us your opinion and if 
possible citing us rulings on the responsibility of carriers who 
accept highly perishable freight using slow service instead of 
“Red Balling” the cars to destination. 

Answer: A carrier is not an insurer against delay in the 
transportation of goods. The principle on which a carrier’s 
extraordinary liability is founded does not extend to the time 
occupied in transporting the goods. As to the time of delivery 
their liability stands on the same ground as that of ordinary 
bailees for hire. Hence the rule is one of general application 
that, in the absence of special contract binding the carrier to 
delivery within a specified time, mere delay in transportation 
does not create any liability to respond in damages. As to the 
diligence and care required in completing the express or im- 
plied contract for transportation only, the rule is that the car- 
rier is bound to use reasonable diligence and care, and that 
only negligence will render it liable, unless a stipulated time 
is fixed in the contract. The shipper assumes the risk of un- 
avoidable accidents, and of usual and ordinary delays incident 
to the ordinary conduct of the carrier’s business. Neverthe- 
less, if damage results from failure, without good excuse, to 
deliver the goods at their destination within a reasonable time, 
the carrier is liable for such damage. When a common carrier 
undertakes to convey goods, the law implies a contract that 
they shall be delivered at destination within a reasonable time, 
in the absence of any special agreement as to the time of 
delivery. 

Your letter does not definitely indicate the form of icing 
service contracted for, that is, whether under stated refrigera- 
tion or instructions to re-ice at stated points. 

The fact that the time occupied in the transportation or 
delivery of the consignment is unusual is not of itself conclu- 
sive of negligent delay, unless it is so long as clearly to com- 
pel the conviction that it was longer than was necessary. It 
must be so unusual as to be more reasonably attributable to 
the negligence of the carrier than to any of the causes of delay 
to which the transportation by reason of the mode, time, route, 
speed of carriage, or of other circumstances implying negli- 
gence is known to be exposed. 

Proof of delivery in the usual time according to the cus- 
tom and the course of the company’s business is prima facie 
evidence of reasonable time. 

In two cases, Aurora Fruit Growers’ Association vs. St. L.- 
S. F. Ry., 297 S. W. 440, and Texas & N. O. Ry. Co. vs. Wolfson, 
23 S. W. 2d 455, the matter of a carrier’s liability for failure 
to re-ice a car at other than a regular icing station was at issue. 
In these two cases, apparently opposite conclusions were reached 
as to the liability of the carrier, the court in the first referred 
to case holding that such a restriction by the carrier is a limita- 
tion of liability, the reasonableness of which is a proper ques- 
tion for a jury. 

In the other case the court reached the conclusions, upon 
rehearing, that under a tariff provision requiring a carrier to 
re-ice at regular icing stations its duty was fixed by the tariff 
provision and it was not liable for failure to re-ice at an emer- 
gency station. 

The above relates to the liability of the carrier for injury 
ts goods which are transported without unreasonable delay, or 
where the delay is not attributable to negligence on the part 
of the carrier. 


The carrier’s failure to take reasonable precautions for 
protecting the goods during the time of the delay renders it 
liable for the full amount of the damage. See Nelson & Co. 
vs. C. & N. W., 167 N. W. 574; Barnes Co. vs. N. P., 173 N. W. 
943: Bivens Bros. vs. A. C. L., 97 S. E. 215; McGraw vs. Balti- 
more, etc., R. Co., 41 Am. Rep. 696; Melton vs. Denver, etc., 
R. Co., 29 Pac. 22. 


Damages—Released Valuation—Injury to Goods 


California.—Question: Please give a ruling covering the 
settlement of damage to furniture on an intercoastal steamship 
movement on a released to $20.00 per package basis, from 
Baltimore to San Diego. 

The carrier has ruled as follows: 


If the value of the package is over $20.00—for instance, $22.50, the 
claim would be settled $20.00/$22.50 of the cost of repair. If the value 
is less than $20.00—for instance, $14.50, the claim would be settled 
$14.50/$20.0G6 of the cost of repair. 


This does not seem right as this leaves an item worth 
exactly $20.00 liable for full settlement, as we see it. 
_ Answer: Where a shipping contract provides that the car- 
rier shall be liable for the value of goods up to a declared 
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value which is less than the actual value, the parties may stipu- 
late that in case of partial loss the recovery should be such 
proportion of the agreed valuation as the actual loss bears to 
the actual value of the goods shipped, and where they do so 
the shipper can recover only according to the agreement. So, 
although the contrary view has been taken, the law is firmly 
grounded that in cases where a contract of carriage fixes the 
value of a shipment at so much per pound, per hundredweight, 
per ton, or at some other unit of weight or measure and the 
rate is calculated on such agreed value, the recovery, in case 
of partial loss, is limited to the agreed value, per unit, of that 
part of the shipment which was lost, for the consignor is 
estopped from asserting any unit to have a greater value than 
the per unit value declared. (Western Transit Co. vs. A. C. 
Leslie & Co., 242 U. S. 448, 37 S. Ct. 133; Taylor vs. Chicago, 
R. I. & P. Ry. Co. (Iowa), 227 N. W. 407; Chenango Textile 
Corp. vs. Willock, 288 N. Y. S. 270; Glanzer vs. Cunard S. S. 
Co., 212 N. Y. S. 500; Aronstein vs. New York Cent. R. Co., 
243 N. Y. S. 221; Mavis Hosiery Co. vs. Pennsylvania Transp. 
Co., 239 N. Y. S. 713; Dickerson vs. Erie R. Co., 169 N. Y. S. 
5). Where the articles shipped are heterogeneous in nature, it 
has been declared that the correct rule is to adopt as the agreed 
valuation of each article that proportion of its actual value 
which the agreed valuation of the whole shipment bears to the 
actual value of such shipment. (Stratton vs. Chicago, M. & St. 
P. Ry. Co. (S. D.), 168 N. W. 757). Except where the contract 
of carriage expressly provides for prorating in the event of a 
partial loss, however, the emphatic trend is against the adoption 
of the prorating principle. (Chenango Textile Corp. vs. Willock, 
288 N. Y. S. 270). The rule entertained by the weight of au- 
thority is that where the contract of carriage provides that the 
amount recoverable in case of loss or damage shall be limited 
to the declared value of the shipments, such agreement in case 
of partial loss, is to be construed as permitting recovery for 
the loss or damage actually sustained, the amount recoverable, 
however, not to be greater than that agreed on as compensation 
for a total loss; and it necessarily follows that where this rule 
obtains the shipper is not limited to a recovery of such propor- 
tion of the amount named in the contract as the value of the 
property destroyed bore to the value of all the property shipped. 
(Fox vs. Chicago & N. W. Ry. Co., 199 Ill. App. 453; Christen- 
son vs. Chicago, M. & St. P. Ry. Co., 194 Ill. App. 562; Chicago, 
I. & L. Ry. Co. vs. Priddy (Ind.), 115 N. E. 1015; E. H. Emery 
& Co. vs. Wabash R. Co. (Iowa), 166 N. W. 600; Green vs. 
American Ry. Express Co. (Mo.), 34 S. W. 2d 1039; Candee 
vs. Delaware, L. & W. R. Co. (N. J.), 109 Atl. 202; Chenango 
Textile Corp. vs. Willock, 288 N. Y. S. 270; R. H. Macy & Co. 
vs. Penna. Transp. Co., 266 N. Y. S. 194; Lewis vs. American 
Ry. Express Co., 180 N. Y. S. 751; Blum vs. Cleveland, C. C. 
& St. L. Ry. Co., 25 Ohio N. P., N. S. 112; Wilson vs. Adams 
Express Co., 72 Pa. Super. 384; Gulf, C. & S. F. Ry. Co. vs. 
Harrell (Tex.), 273 S. W. 661; Atchison, T. & S. F. Ry. Co. 
vs. Smyth (Tex.), 189 S. W. 70; Chesapeake & O. Ry. Co. vs. 
Rebman & Clark (Va.), 90 S. E. 629). There are, however, 
decisions which are in conflict with this view. (Shelton vs. 
Canadian Northern R. Co., 189 Fed. 153; Fielder vs. Adams 
Express Co. (W. Va.), 71 S. E. 99; American Ry. Express Co. 
vs. Thompson (Tex.), 2 S. W. 2d 493). 


We do not locate decisions specifically in point, that is, 
decisions covering injury to, as distinguished from loss of, a 
portion of a shipment, moving under a “limitation agreement,” 
as defined in Steamship ‘“Ansaldo San Giorgio I” vs. Rhemstrom 
Bros. Co., 294 U. S. 494, 55 S. Ct. 483, but based on the prin- 
ciple of the decisions which limit recovery in case of partial 
loss to such proportion of the agreed value as the actual loss 
bears to the actual value of the goods shipped, the carrier is, 
in our opinion, correct in its contention. However, in no event 
would recovery exceed the actual loss, i. e., the actual cost of 
repair. S. S. “Ansaldo San Giorgio I’’ vs. Rhemstrom Bros. Co., 
294 U.S. 494, 55 S. Ct. 483. 


Motor Carriers—Routing and Misrouting— 
Carloading Companies 


Illinois.—Question: Shipments are regularly made to large 
chain accounts enjoying special concession rates with carload- 
ing companies, applying from Chicago and vicinity to the west 
coast. Shipments consigned via truck to Carloading Company 
A for delivery to a chain branch on the west coast were actually 
delivered by the trucking company to Carloading Company B. 
Carloading Company B did not have in effect special conces- 
sion rates applying between point of origin and carloading com- 
pany platform, and claim was filed and paid by the trucking 
company for the excess charges, because the shipment was 
tendered to the Carloading Company B instead of A. Will you 
please advise the following: 

Because the carloading company is not a common carrier, 
has the trucking company any legal right to honor the claim? 
It is our understanding that the Motor Carrier Act does 
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not obligate the trucking company to follow the routing; how. 
ever, if the carloading company is not a common carrier, can 
delivery to a forwarding company other than the one desig- 
nated on the bill of lading be considered misrouting? 

The amount of the claim was in excess of the charges which 
could legally have been collected for movement from point of 
origin of carloading company platform; therefore, was it illega] 
for the trucking company to honor a claim in excess of the 
amount collected for its movement? (The forwarding com. 
pany again being considered not as a common carrier.) 

If a trucking company persists in delivery shipments to 
forwarding companies other than those designated on the bil] 
of lading, would there be any recourse by which the trucking 
company could be obligated to follow the specific directions? 

Answer: The Motor Carrier Act contains no provision 
which gives the shipper the right to route his shipment, and no 
provision which gives the Commission jurisdiction to award 
damages for failure of a carrier to forward a shipment in ac- 
cordance with the instructions of the shipper or to forward an 
unrouted shipment via the cheapest available reasonable route, 
as is the case with shipments tendered to rail carriers. There- 
fore, the shipper’s remedy, if one exists, is an action at law. 

The misrouting of a shipment does not result in an over- 
charge, that is, the assessment of other than the applicable 
rate via the route over which the shipment moved, but the 
Commission has stated misrouting is akin to an overcharge. 

Whether in delivering shipments to Carloading Company 
B contrary to instructions in the bill of lading to deliver such 
shipments to Carloading Company A, which is not a common 
carrier, the trucking company is misrouting the shipments has 
not been judicially determined, so far as we are aware. 

Even though it be conceded that the initial carrier mis- 
routed the shipment in that it undertook to perform a trans- 
portation service which it could not perform, there is no basis 
for an award of damages, as the Commission has held that 
there is no measure of damages for an award of reparation 
for misrouting where a carrier specified in the routing instruc- 
tions shown on the bill of lading does not file tariffs with the 
Commission. See American Cement Plaster Co. vs. Ft. Worth 
& D. C. Ry. Co., 58 I. C. C. 435. The charges of forwarding 
companies are not filed with the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission. 

The above referred to decision would seem to preclude the 
payment of damages for misrouting on the part of the motor 
carrier. 


CHICAGO TRUCK DIVISIONS 


Failure of committees representing the Chicago Suburban 
Motor Carriers’ Association and road-haul truckers serving 
Chicago to arrive at an agreement on divisions of road-haul 
rates has resulted in the breaking off of negotiations between 
the two groups (see Traffic World, Nov. 22, p. 1356). The 
suburban carriers have decided to compile and print a table of 
the divisions on which they insist and to mail a copy to each 
of the road-haul truckers involved together with a formal 
notice that the suburban haulers will insist on those divisions 
effective when the schedule is delivered—probably within the 
next few days, according to Earl Girard, Fred J. Olson and 
Sons Motor Service, chairman of the suburban group’s com- 
mittee. Refusal on the part of the road-haul carriers to remit 
the specified divisions to the suburban haulers will result in 
filing by the suburban group with the Commission of a com- 
plaint, under section 216 (f) of Part II of the act, asking it to 
prescribe as just and reasonable the divisions contained in the 
schedule. 


For Business Backbone 


Editor the Traffic World: 

Our traffic manager, Leslie Fischer, called my attention 
to your excellent editorial of November 15, “An Appeal to 
Timid Railroads.” 

I have read it and am so favorably impressed with what 
you say that I could not help but write to commend you on 
this stand. 

Unless more of us wake up to the fact that we must take 
a stand regardless of whether it means loss of profits, and 
even loss of our business, we simply will have no businesses al 
all, and will have lost everything. 

I am very much disappointed in the attitude of the average 
American business man during the last few years and his 
willingness to be pushed around, and whenever anyone writes 
a stirring article and shows a fearless characteristic and will- 
ingness to get into the fight, I want them to know that I 
heartily approve. More power to you! 

Tyler Fixture Corporation, 
Jerry Tyler, President. 
Niles, Mich., November 21, 1941. 
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Emergeney Highway Bill 


After announcing that he had signed S. 1840, the emer- 
gency highway bill (see Traffic World, Nov. 22), President 
Roosevelt made public the text of identical letters sent by 
him to Senator McKellar, of Tennessee, chairman of the Sen- 
ate committee on post offices and post roads, and Representa- 
tive Cartwright, of Oklahoma, chairman of the House roads 
committee, in which he said that the authorizations for con- 
struction of access roads to military and naval reservations 
and defense industry sites and for construction of flight strips 
for landing and take-off of aircraft were unquestionably for 
construction of roads urgently needed for defense, but that 
the other authorizations in the bill could not properly be re- 
carded as urgently needed for the national defense. 
~The Secretaries of War and Navy regarded the access 
road projects authorization as of primary importance and ur- 
gency, and the Secretary of War also placed in the same 
category the flight strips construction authorization, said the 
letter. The President objected to the authorization of $50,000,- 
000 for “the so-called strategic network of highways and 
bridges,” saying it did not represent an immediate defense need, 
and to apportionment of half the amount among the states in 
accordance with the distribution formula of the federal high- 
way act, contending that that formula disregarded the defense 
legislation objective of providing highway construction only in 
the areas where there was immediate need of it. 

“The authorization also permits the expenditure on such 
highways and bridges—with the federal government paying 
7 per cent of the cost—of any funds heretofore or hereafter 
made available for the federal highway system, including, in 
part, secondary or feeder roads, the amount of such funds at 
the present time being, I am advised, approximately $267,000,- 
000,” continued the letter. “The remaining authorizations for 
off-street parking facilities, reimbursement to states for repairs 
to roads under certain operating conditions, and surveys and 
plans, fails to find, I think, satisfactory justification for en- 
actment upon any ground that they are immediately required 
in the interest of national defense.” 

The President said he had felt constrained to give the bill 
his approval in spite of the “objectionable” authorizations be- 
cause it provided for access roads and for flight strips, but 
said he hoped that Congress would find early occasion to elim- 
inate from the enactment the authorizations to which he ob- 
jected. 

Authorizations contained in the emergency highway act 
are: $150,000,000 in federal funds for access roads to military 
and naval reservations and defense plants; $25,000,000 for im- 
provement of the “strategic network,” to be matched 25 per 
cent by the states and 75 per cent by the federal government; 
$25,000,000 in federal funds for improvement of the “strategic 
network,” to be spent under the direction of the Federal 
Works Agency; $10,000,000 for airplane landing and take-off 
strips alongside highways, and $10,000,000 for surveys and 
planning. The act also provides for increase of the federal: 
government’s share of the costs of federal aid highway proj- 
ects, for the period of the emergency, to 75 per cent, from 50 
per cent, with the states furnishing 25 per cent. It authorizes 
the public roads commissioner to cooperate with the states in 
the location, development and construction of off-street park- 
ing facilities to expedite the flow of traffic on “strategic” 
highways or thoroughfares. Cost of right-of-way for “strate- 
gic network” improvements and grade crossing eliminations 
may be included as part of the cost of a project “to the extent 
determined by the federal works administrator.” The public 
roads commissioner is empowered to reimburse states for nec- 
essary rehabilitation or repair of roads and highways sub- 
stantially damaged by the army and/or navy. 

The President has appointed Brigadier General Philip B. 
Fleming, administrator of the wage and hour division, Depart- 
ment of Labor, to succeed John M. Carmody, previously ap- 
pointed a member of the Maritime Commission, as adminis- 
\rator of the Federal Works Agency, of which the Public 
Roads Administration is a part. 


MOTOR PASSENGER EARNINGS 


Intercity and local or suburban Class I motor carriers of 
passengers reported net operating revenues of $8,448,946 for 
the Second quarter this year, more than double the total of 
54,069,256 for the same period last year, according to a Com- 
mission compilation of revenues, expenses, and statistics of 204 
of such carriers, statement Q-750. 

Their total operating revenues and expenses for the second 
quarter this year were $46,575,173 and $38,126,227, respectively, 
compared with $36,407,818 and $32,338,562, respectively, 
on the Second quarter last year. Passenger revenues totaled 
*42,919,542 and special bus revenues, $2,185,621, for the second 
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quarter this year, as against $33,291,021 and $1,926,429, re- 
spectively, for the same period last year. 

The intercity carriers, 152 in number, had a net operating 
revenue of $7,665,528 for the second quarter this year as com- 
pared with a net of $3,425,531 for the same period last year. 
Their operating revenues totaled $39,069,427 and their expenses 
totaled $31,403,899 for the second quarter this year as com- 
pared with $29,784,396 and $26,358,865, respectively, for the 
same period last year. 

The local or suburban carriers, 52 in number, had a net 
operating revenue of $783,418, operating revenues totaling 
$7,505,746 and expenses totaling $6,722,328 for the second 
quarter this year as against $643,725, $6,623,422 and $5,979,697, 
respectively, for the same period last year. 





Track Dunnage Allowance 


The standing rate committee of the Central States Motor 
Freight Bureau, at a public hearing at the Stevens Hotel, Chi- 
cago, December 11, will hear shippers on a proposal to publish 
in the bureau tariffs an exception to National Freight Classifi- 
cation Rule 22, providing for an allowance for dunnage on less- 
truckload and any-quantity shipments. 

Rule 22, as at present contained in the truck classification, 
limits freight rate allowances for dunnage to that used in block- 
ing and bracing truckload shipments. In this respect, as it 
exists, it is already more liberal than Rule 30 of the rail Con- 
solidated Classification, which limits allowances for dunnage 
to carload shipments carried in flat or gondola cars. The differ- 
ence comes about because of the dissimilarity of equipment 
used by the trucks, on the one hand, and the railroads, on the 
other. The efforts of shippers to obtain some allowance for 
dunnage in box cars is of many years standing. At present, 
the railroads are making studies to ascertain the revenue 
effects on the railroads of granting an allowance for dunnage 
in box cars to a maximum of 500 pounds a car. 

The Central Bureau’s truck dunnage proposal is to provide 
for the carrying free of freight charges of dunnage to a limit 
of 5 per cent of the weight of the protected shipment, and to 
charge for dunnage in excess of that weight at the rate of the 
lowest rated commodity in the shipment. 

The proposal was placed on the bureau’s standing rate 
committee docket at the request of its rules committee. It was 
brought before the rules committee by a number of carrier 
members of the bureau. Some question has already arisen as 
to the fairness of the principle of basing the maximum weight 
allowance on a percentage of the weight of the shipment, be- 
cause the natural result will be to make the allowed weight 
on dunnage of shipments of light and bulky freight much lower 
than on heavier more compact freight, although the former, 
as a general rule, pays much the higher rates. That point, 
among others, is expected to be discussed at the standing rate 
committee’s hearing. 

So far as Central Bureau officials know, this is the first 
proposal to make effective a dunnage allowance under classifi- 
cation exceptions. Some such allowances are provided for in 
specific commodity tariffs, it was said, but none of the truck 
rate bureaus in other territories have provided a rule for less- 
truckload and any-quantity dunnage allowances in general bu- 
reau exceptions. 


MOTOR ORDERS EFFECTIVE 


The following recommended orders have become effective 
as shown: 


I. & S. M-1588, proportional rates between points in Iowa, Nov. 4; 
MC 224 Sub. No. 6, North Coast Transportation Co., extension, Fort 
Lewis, Oct. 27; MC 1124 Sub. No. 12, Herrin Transportation Co., exten- 
sion, Port Chalmette, La., Nov. 3; MC 1147 Sub. No. 1, Herman Carlson, 
dba C & N Transfer & Storage Co., common carrier application, Nov. 
1; MC 1210 Sub. No. 9, Jay Rountree, dba Ozark Motor Lines, common 
earrier application, Nov. 3; MC 1502 Sub. No. 35, Pennsylvania Grey- 
hound Lines, Inc., extension, Ft. Ben, Oct. 31; MC 1511 Sub. No. 42, 
Pacific Greyhound Lines, dba Greyhound Lines, extension, Castroville- 
Prunedale, Oct. 27; MC 1596 Sub. No. 2, Belleville-St. Louis Coach Co., 
extension of operations, Scott Field, Oct. 27; MC 2229 Sub. No. 8, Sproles 
Motor Freight Line, Inc., common carrier application, Nov. 3; MC 5907, 
Gordons Transports, Inc., common carrier application, Nov. 3; MC 
10897 Sub. No. 20, Acme Freight Lines, Inc., extension, Flying School 
No. 2, Nov. 3; MC 12243, Sylvan K. Fell, dba Central Terminal, broker 
application, Nov. 3; MC 12246, Rankin Johnson and Edward W. Lee, 
receivers, Trenton Transit Co., broker application, Nov. 1; MC 13706 Sub. 
No. 6, H. L. Hornby, dba Service Oil Co., extension, Maryville, Mo., Nov. 
1; MC 14612 Sub. No. 3, A. W. Dunn, dba Dunn Transfer Co., extension, 
special commodities, Nov. 1; MC 15974 Sub. No. 5, Katherine Daley, Clif- 
ford M. Burtt and Marie D. Burtt, dba Burtt’s Delivery Service,. exten- 
sion, Louisville and Manito, Ill., Oct. 31; MC 17041 Sub. No. 1, Charles J. 
Clifford, dba Clifford Motor Truck Service, extension, Pennsylvania, 
Oct. 28; MC 18603, Norwood Transfer Co., common carrier application, 
Nov. 1; MC 20752 Sub. No. 1, Nat Nester, extension, West Virginia 
points, Nov. 3; MC 23620 Sub. No. 12, Georgia Motor Express, Inc., ex- 
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tension, Alabaster, Ala., Oct. 27; MC 29654 Sub. No. 2, George E. Rin- 
dosh, dba Furniture Express, extension, new furniture and voting 
machines, Nov. 1; MC 31395 Sub. No. 2, McPherson Truck Lines, Inc., 
extension, Streator, Ill., Nov. 1; MC 34082, Robert Denver Chaffee, com- 
mon carrier application, Nov. 1; MC 35315, Gasper Amato ana Joseph 
Mass, contract carrier application, Oct. 25; MC 102321 Sub. No. 1, Gas- 
per Amato (successor in interest to Gasper Amato and Joseph Mass), 
common carrier application, Oct. 25; MC 40900 Sub. No. 1, Shelton Auto 
Transportation Co., extension, Washington Highway 14-A, Nov. 1; MC 
41432 Sub. No. 13, East Texas Motor Freight Lines, common carrier 
application, Nov. 5; MC 42829 Sub. No. 1, Service Cartage Co., Inc., 
extension, Lemont, Nov. 6; MC 45158 Sub. No. 3, J. O. Killion, dba 
Killion Motor Express, common carrier extension, Burns City, Oct. 31; 
MC 48213 Sub. No. 1, C. E. Lizza, Inc., extension, ammunition, Nov. 3; 
MC 50033, S. D. G. Dress Delivery, Inc., contract carrier application, 
Nov. 6; MC 59235 Sub. No. 1, John H. Nowinsky Trucking Co., exten- 
sion, Menasha, Nov. 6; MC 59453 Sub. No. 1, Art Broekhuis and Jake 
Van Der Pol, dba Broekhuis and Van Der Pol, extension, South Dakota, 
Oct. 31; MC 59814 Sub. No. 19, W. A. Johnson, dba Johnson Motor 
Lines, common carrier application, Nov. 3; MC 62350, C. D. Kahler, dba 
Speedway Carriers, common carrier application, Nov. 1; MC 66817 Sub. 
No. 9, A. M. Whitney, dba Whitney Transfer Co., Hamilton county, 
Ohio, extension, Nov. 3; MC 68629 Sub. No. 1, Thompson Bros., Inc., 
extension, lead, Nov. 1; MC 76266 Sub. No. 14, Merchants Motor Freight, 
Inc., extension, alternate route, Oct. 31; MC 78632 Sub. No. 21, Hoover 
Motor Express Co., Inc., extension, Bynum, Ala., Oct. 31; MC 82104 
Sub. No. 1, Aztec Lines, Inc., extension, Illinois, Indiana, Ohio and 
Pennsylvania, Nov. 3; MC 87852 Sub. No. 1, James D. Brown, dba James 
D. Brown Transfer, extension, Johnson City-Binghamton, Nov. 1; MC 
88455 Sub. No. 1, John Prinsen, extension, Fenton and Battle Plain 
Townships, Oct. 31; MC 88576 Sub. No. 2, Orville Eshelman, extension, 
Omaha, Nov. 1; MC 89387 Sub. No. 2, Frank Martuccio, extension, Ohio 
and Pennsylvania points, Oct. 31; MC 89704 Sub. No. 2, Barnes Broth- 
ers, extension, South Dakota, Oct. 31; MC 89936 Sub. No. 1, Norwood 
Taxi, Inc., extension, seasonal restriction eliminated, Oct. 27; MC 
96414, James F. Beitler, dba Beitler’s Auto Transfer, common carrier 
application, Oct. 31; MC 100214 Sub. No. 3, A. R. Ramseur, dba Keene 
Transport, extension, Savannah, Ga., Nov. 1; MC 101010 Sub. No. 4, 
Erie Railroad Co., Robert E. Woodruff and John A. Hadden, trustees, 
extension, Goshen, N. Y., Nov. 1; MC 101219 Sub. No. 3, Merit Dress 
Delivery, Inc., extension, Massachusetts, Maine, New Hampshire and 
Vermont, Nov. 5; MC 101243 Sub. No. 1, Anthony Sciotto, extension, 
Pennsylvania points, Oct. 31; MC 101471 Sub. No. 1, Eugene Foret, ex- 
tension, Louisiana and Mississippi, Nov. 5; MC 102143, John H. W. 
Doscher, dba Doscher’s, common carrier application, Nov. 3; MC 102167, 
Henry T. Galusha, common carrier application, Oct. 25; MC 102200 Sub. 
No. 1, Lizzie B. Garrison and Vada Mae Mann, dba Levelland Truck 
Line, common carrier application, Nov. 3; MC 102313, James G. Hous- 
ton, common carrier application, Oct. 25; MC 102359, Leroy Pfeil, com- 
mon carrier application, Nov. 6; MC 102383, Roy Bedwell, dba Bedwell 
Freight Line, common carrier application, Oct. 31; MC 102390, D. E. 
Bloomer, common carrier application, Nov. 6; MC 102456, Jordan-Heath 


Corporation, contract carrier application, Nov. 5; MC 102501, Verle C. 
King and Raleigh H. King, dba King Bros. Truck Line, common carrier 
application, Nov. 5; MC 102531, Loren Hardisty, common carrier appli- 
cation, Nov. 6; MC 102559, Stephen Ragusa, common carrier application, 
Nov. 5; MC 102569 Sub. No. 2, Quentin Poggi and Jack O’Connor, dba 
Machinery Transportation Co., common carrier application, Nov. 6; 
MC 102611, Dale Beddo, common carrier application, Nov. 3; MC 102641 
Sub. No. 1, Oliver J. Southard and James Pinson, dba Southard and 
Pinson, common carrier application, Oct. 31; MC 102660, Christian H. 
J. Bethke, dba Chris Bethke, common carrier application, Oct. 31; MC 
102747, Keiser Transportation Co., common carrier application, Nov. 3; 
MC 102787, A. L. Armstrong, common carrier application, Nov. 3; MC 
102807, Chris H. Petersen, dba Porter Trucking Service, common car- 
rier application, Oct. 31; MC 102809, Robert Burke, common carrier ap- 
plication, Nov. 6; MC 102817, F. R. Perkins, dba F. R. Perkins Trucking 
Co., common carrier application, Nov. 6; MC 102924 Sub. No. 1, Harry 
Jensen, dba Harry Jensen’s Trucking, common carrier application, Oct. 


31; MC 102840, Orlo Shank, common carrier application, Nov. 1; 
MC 42487 Sub. No. 38, Consolidated Freightways, Inc., extension, 
common carrier application, Nov. 10; I. & S. M.-1673, petroleum, 


Florida to Alabama points, Nov. 8; MC 526 Sub. No. 9, St. Andrews 
Bay Transportation Company, extension, Ebro, Florida, November 6; 
MC 1849 Sub. No. 2, Northern Transportation & Supply Company, 
extension, alternate routes, Nov. 8; MC 2226 Sub. No. 13, Red Ar- 
row Freight Lines, Inc., extension, Texas Highway 113, Nov. 1; MC 3107 
Sub No. 1, White Owl Express, Inc., extension, Pontiac-Rochester, 
Mich., Nov. 7; MC 3450 Sub. No. 1, Ben A. Langan Storage & Van Co., 
extension, Missouri, Nov. 10; MC 12244, Abe Weinroth, broker applica- 
tion, Nov. 12; MC 13333 Sub. No. 6, Oliver L. Buckingham, Glen Buck- 
ingham and Harold Buckingham, dba Buckingham Transportation Co., 
extension, U. S. Highway 212, Nov. 10; MC 15920 Sub. No. 1, Paul & 
March, common carrier application, Nov. 5; MC 16007 Sub. No. 3, J. R. 
Gonseth and A. G. Moore, dba M & G Contract Service Co., extension 
of operations, Oct. 23; MC 17371 Sub No. 1, Kermit and Helmer Mar- 
cussen, dba Marcussen Bros., extension, Omaha, Nov. 10; MC 21170 
Sub. No. 9, Bos Freight Lines, Inc., extension, Twin Cities area, Nov. 
10; MC 21222, Roy C. Miller, dba Miller’s Express, common carrier ap- 
plication, Nov. 10; MC 22310, Freer Motor Transfer Co., common car- 
rier application, Nov. 10; MC 30118 Sub. No. 1, Wm. S. Lawitzen, dba 
Bear Lake Stages, extension of operations, Nov. 12; MC 36505 Sub. No. 
1, Sam E. Lynn, dba Altus-Hollis-Childress Bus Line, extension, Child- 
ress, Nov. 7; MC 44128 Sub. No. s, Transport Corporation of Virginia, 
extension, Camp Lee, Nov. 1; MC 44183, Raymond O. Zuhars, dba Tri- 
State Motor Freight, common carrier application, Nov. 7; MC 46646 
Sub. No. 1, Willie Bradshaw, contract carrier application, Nov. 12; MC 
49378 Sub. No. 8, Oregon Motor Stages, extension, Wolf Creek High- 
way, Nov. 12; MC 52778 Sub. No. 2, R. C. Baum, dba Baum Bus Lines, 
extension, Arkadelphia, Nov. 10: MC 59583 Sub. No. 10, Mason and 
Dixon Lines, Inc., extension, Cleveland-Benton, Oct. 31: MC 61120 
Sub. No. 5, Texas, New Mexico & Oklahoma Coaches, Inc., common car- 
rier application, Nov. 12; MC 65019 Sub. No. 2, James Davison, dba 
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Beatrice Motor Freight, extension, Nevada, Nov. 10; MC 73299 Sub. No 
1, Frank B. Lawrence, contract carrier application, extension, dairy 
products, Nov. 7; MC 80382 Sub. No. 4, Brooks Transportation Co., Inc 
extension, Camp Lee, Oct. 27; MC 86126, Daniel S. Shields, dba Danie} 
S. Shields & Son, common carrier application, Nov. 10; MC 86627 syp 
No. 1, Union Pacific Railroad Co., extension of operations, Nov. 7; yc 
88532 Sub. No. 2, Wilford H. Clayton, extension, coal, Nov. 12; yc 
89490 Sub. No. 1, Ernest A. Herrman, extension, special commodities 
Nov. 5; MC 89595, William Holscher, common carrier application, Noy. 
10; MC 89963 Sub. No. 1, G. E. Chevalley, dba Chevalley Trucking (Co, 
extension, stone, brick and tile, Nov. 5; MC 91796, Moore’s Motor Ex. 
press, Inc., common carrier application, Nov. 7; MC 93491 Sub. No, 1. 
Henry F. Boysen, extension, Deloit, Ia., Nov. 10; MC 93696 Sub. No, 1. 
Angelo Camaleri, dba Camaleri & Son, extension, Stratford, Conn. 
points in New Jersey and New York, Nov. 12; MC 94392 Sub. No, 1 
Melvin Taylor, dba Weiser Transfer, extension of operations, Nov. 1: 
MC 95529 Sub. No. 1, Floyd H. Harding, extension, farm commodities 
Nov. 6; MC 95774 Sub. No. 1, J. H. Brueck and Frederick Brueck, dba 
Brueck Bros., extension, live stock, Nov. 10; MC 96021, Edward ang 
Thomas Stelmaszek, common carrier application, Nov. 7; MC 96439 
Joseph M. Modshl, common carrier application, Nov. 7; MC 101236 Sup. 
No. 1, Howard H. Studer and Paul M. Studer, dba Studer Bros., com. 
mon carrier application, Nov. 6; MC 101766, Irving Deutsch, contract 
carrier application, Nov. 7; MC 102316, R. S. Neal, common carrier ap- 
plication, Nov. 10; MC 102317, James Alvin Burleson, common carrier 
application, Nov. 7; MC 102348, L. E. Jongs, common carrier applica. 
tion, Nov. 7; MC 102380, Ed Haltom, common carrier application, Noy. 
7; MC 102395, L. B. Burk, common carrier application, Nov. 10; Mc 
102439, Charles Christiansen, dba Ideal Transfer Co., contract carrier 
application, Nov. 7; MC 102457, Ronnell McDaniel, common carrier ap- 
plication, Nov. 10; MC 102488, Archie Cook, common carrier application, 
Nov. 12; MC 102518, Lynn C. Carlson, common carrier application, Noy, 
12; MC 102535, Mrs. Juanita Hodges, common carrier application, Noy, 
10; MC 102569 Sub. No. 3, Quentin Poggi and Jack O’Connor, dba Ma- 
chinery Transportation Co., extension of operations, Oct. 25; MC 102610, 
H. E. Pettigrew, common carrier application, Nov. 6; MC 102643, Elmer 
O'Neill, common carrier application, Nov. 10; MC 102732, Fontayne EI- 
more, common carrier application, Nov. 7; MC 102773, C. A. Cunning- 
ham, common carrier application, Nov. 12; MC 102776, Orlin Knight, 
common carrier application, Nov. 12; MC 102812, Wells Cartage, Ltd, 
common carrier application, Nov. 12; MC 102857, Ralph Keppler, com- 
mon carrier application, Nov. 8; MC 102954, John H. Hellbusch, com- 
mon carrier application, Nov. 7. 


Motor Freight Loading 


“Following a normal seasonal trend, the volume of revenue 
freight transported by motor truck in October increased 6.9 per 
cent over September to reach a new all-time peak,” says the 
American Trucking Associations. “The October volume repre- 
sented an increase of 19.9 per cent over October, 1940. 

“Comparable reports were received by ATA from 201 motor 
carriers in thirty-nine states. The reporting carriers transported 
an aggregate of 1,696,423 tons in October, as against 1,586,389 
tons in September, and 1,414,910 tons in October, 1940. 

“The ATA index figure, computed on the basis of the aver- 
age monthly tonnage of the reporting carriers for the three-year 
period of 1938-1940 as representing 100, was 172.37. The index 
figure for September was 161.16. 

“Almost 85 per cent of all tonnage transported in the month 
was reported by carriers of general freight. The volume in this 
category increased 5.2 per cent over September, and 22.0 per 
cent over October of the previous year. 

“Transporters of petroleum products, accounting for al- 
most six per cent of the total tonnage reported, showed an in- 
crease of 4.4 per cent over September, and an increase of 368 
per cent over October, 1940. 

“Movement of new automobiles and trucks constituted ap- 
proximately 2% per cent of the total tonnage reported. Tonnage 
in this class, continuing to rise sharply following factory shut- 
downs for model changes, increased 129.3 per cent over Septem- 
ber, but remained 9.9 per cent under October of last year. 

“Haulers of iron and steel products reported four per cen! 
of the total tonnage. The volume of these commodities !!- 
creased 33.6 per cent over September, and held 32.0 per cent 
over October, 1940. 

“Almost four per cent of the total tonnage reported was 
miscellaneous commodities, including tobacco, milk, textile prod 
ucts, bricks, building materials, cement and household goods. 
Tonnage in this class decreased 8.2 per cent under September, 
and declined 18.6 per cent under October of last year.” 


MOTOR ORDERS STAYED 

The Commission, by division 5, has stayed until its furthe! 
order the recommended orders made in the following moto 
carrier cases: F 

MC 7746 Sub. No. 3, United Truck Lines, Inc., transfer, 
empty equipment; MC 12208, Bekins Moving & Storage C0. 
broker application; MC 19201, Pennsylvania Truck Lines, In¢. 
common carrier application; MC 101711, Anthony C. Catené 
and George Catena, dba Catena Motor Service, common carTié 
application. ee 

MC 102620, Inez M. Goebel, dba Goebel Trucking Servi 
common carrier application. 
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fener 28, 1941 ee oh 


izes and Weights of Vehicles 


A bulletin of the National Association of Railroad and 
Utilities Commissioners, issued by John E. Benton, general 
solicitor of the association, contended that the proposed legis- 
jation for regulation of sizes and weights of motor vehicles by 
the Commission as contained in identical Senate and House 
pills, S. 2015 and H. R. 5949 (see Traffic World, Nov. 1, p. 1157, 
Nov. 8, p. 1224, and Nov. 15, p. 1298) had many objectionable 
features and was “utterly wrong in principle,” but ap 

t 


defense production is a further assignment of the organization 
the result of convention action,” he said. 

Mr. Henry ras reelected to the presidency of the associa- 
on at the convention. Other officers chosen at the meeting 
include: Howard W. Hughes, Washington, Pa., first vice-presi- 
dent; Paul J. Gnau, Canton, O., second vice-president; Arthur 
H. Breed, Sr., Oakland, Calif., third vice-president; Truman 
H. Preston, Syracuse, N. Y., fourth vice-president; Harry B. 
Kennedy, New Haven, Conn., fifth vice-president; E. B. Mc- 
Daniel, Portland, Ore., sixth vice-president; Senator Reynolds, 
of North Carolina, seventh vice-president; John L. Young, 
Cleveland, O., secretary, Corcoran Thom, Washington, D. C., 
treasurer, and Frederick H. P. Siddons, Washington, D. C., as- 
sistant treasurer. 


nevertheless, enactment of the legislation. 

Mr. Benton said he would discuss his objections to the 
roposed regulatory measures at the hearing scheduled to begin 
December 8 before a subcommittee of the Senate interstate 
commerce committee. Senator Andrews, of Florida, is the 
subcommittee chairman. 

As each bill had been drawn and introduced, said Mr. 
Benton, it would operate “to convert our best public roads 
from highways into freight ways, largely monopolized by 
enormous freight trucks.” He said it was literally true that 
the bill provided for orders of the Commission which would set 
trucks free from limitations of state laws on sizes and weight, 
made “to protect the public convenience and safety, and to 
restrict congestion,” but that it did not give the Commission 
or any other federal agency any power whatever to impose 
size and weight regulations for the purpose of protecting the 
comfort, convenience and safety of the general public. 

“Persons wishing to operate their own passenger cars and 
to transport their own goods in trucks of ordinary size stand 
only to lose by this bill,” he averred. “Its only possible effect 
will be to multiply big trucks on the highways. . . . This bill 
is one-sided. It is a bill for the big truck companies, pure and 
simple. It is drawn to give them the right to run bigger trucks, 
with bigger loads. . . . It does not authorize complaints against 
regulations which are so liberal as to tend towards over-use 
of the highways for freight hauling, with a resulting conges- 
tion which is obnoxious to people who are using the highways 
for the purposes for which they were primarily constructed.” 

In contending that the legislation was wrong in principle, 
Mr. Benton said it proposed to take away from the states 
control over their highways “which the states own and for the 
construction and maintenance of which they are primarily re- 
sponsible.”” Such control was to be vested in the Commission 
and exercised through the Bureau of Motor Carriers, he said. 

“In that fact lies, perhaps, the explanation of the Commis- 
sion’s recommendation,” he continued. “The legislation will 
tremendously increase the power and importance of the bureau. 
The bureau, as well as the trucks, will be bigger. It employs 
now more than one thousand persons. Under this bill still more 
examiners and lawyers and inspectors and other employes will 


BUS AND TRUCK INVENTORY 


Eighty-three per cent of the truck and bus owners in 
Wisconsin and 80 per cent of those in Delaware have returned 
their questionnaires in the national defense truck and bus in- 
ventory, placing those states at the head of the list with re- 
spect to percentages of returns filed, according to John N. 
Edy, acting federal works administrator. Motor vehicle regis- 
tration departments of the various states are conducting the 
inventory, in cooperation with the Public Roads Administra- 
tion and the Work Projects Administration, units of the Fed- 
eral Works Agency, at the request of the War Department. 

Twenty-six states have returned 60 per cent or more of 
the questionnaires, the leaders including Rhode Island, with 
79 per cent, Vermont, with 78 per cent, Maine, with 77 per cent, 
and Colorado and Wyoming, with 75 per cent, says Mr. Edy. 
He observed that in several states the starting of the canvass 
was delayed for various reasons and that four states had not 
yet completed the mailing of their questionnaire cards. 


Cc. M. F. A. SAFETY MEETING 

The safety and operations section of the Central Motor 
Freight Association will hold an all-day session at the Stevens 
Hotel December 4. Speakers will include D. Melville Carr, 
first aid director, Chicago chapter, American Red Cross, “First 
Aid on the Highways”; Pat Flannigan, radio announcer, “Sports- 
manship in Driving’; John Gutknecht, Chicago municipal 
judge, “Safety in a Democracy”; W. B. Montague, director of 
public relations, Trailmobile Company of America, “Winning 
Friends and Making Profits,” and Harold C. Sanford, safety 
inspector, Interstate Commerce Commission, “The Driver’s 
Presence of Mind and Its Relationship to Safety.” 


LIGHT TRUCK PARTS PRODUCTION 


Explaining that reports reaching the automotive, transpor- 
tation and farm equipment branch of the civilian supply divi- 
sion, Office of Production Management, had shown that many 
producers of replacement parts for passenger cars and light 
trucks had their heaviest output in the months from July to 
December and that the base period set forth in the original 
production limitation order (January 1, to June 30, 1941) had 
caused hardships for these seasonal producers, Donald M. Nel- 
son, OPM director of priorities, has amended the limitation 
order so as to permit producers to select either January 1-June 
30 or July 1-December 31 as the base period on which to figure 
total production from September 15 to the end of the year. 

The bill is a repudiation of our dual form of government, and a ‘The latter total was limited by the original order to 60 per 
further long step in the extension of our already top-heavy bureauc- cent of the production total for the first six months of this 
racy. Under the bill, examiners of the Bureau of Motor Carriers 7 

4 


The bill would not pass if Congress could be induced to 
study it, Mr. Benton declared. However, he observed, war was 
monopolizing the attention of Congress now. In conclusion, 
he said: 


The big truckers of every state are working for the bill. The 
Commission is supporting it. Nobody is fighting against it. The rail- 
roads will protest against the large losses they will suffer, but they are 
not effective politically any more. Hence, the prospect is that the bill 
will pass, although it is one of the worst bills in principle that has 
come before the Congress in a long time. 


to be empowered to make laws for the states, respecting the use of thei ivi j j 7 
seers, subject only to such supervision as a division of the Coyt- / Pc. Sy re aan eee coe 
_mssion may find time to exercise. # fairness to producers whose peak output came in the last half 
\ — Sf of the year. It added that an A-10 preference rating had been 
. A. A. A. ACTION 4 assigned to deliveries of materials for the manufacture of the 

Pursuant to a resolution adopted at its recent convention TePlacement parts listed in the limitation order. 

(see Traffic World, Nov. 15, p. 1297), the American Automo- 
bile Association has begun “a determined drive” for imme- 
diate repeal of the federal use tax of $5 for each motor vehicle, 
according to Thomas P. Henry, president of the association. 
Mr. Henry said the association had withdrawn active public 
opposition to the principle of federal taxation of the motor 
Vehicle, but that the convention delegates felt that “we should 
not be called on to submit to a tax as unfair, inequitable, un- 
scientific and unjustifiable as this so-called ‘use’ tax.” 

Mr. Henry observed that the convention also went on rec- 
ord as strongly favoring the speeding up of defense highway 
Construction and the adoption by all states of a broad-gauged 
program of highway planning, with road needs set forth on a 
master plan for each of the states and with responsibility for 
€xecuting the master plans vested with the duly authorized 
units of government. He said the association reaffirmed its 


UNIFORM EQUIPMENT FOR TRUCKS, BUSSES 


The National Highway Users Conference reported on No- 
vember 25 that a trend toward harmonizing of state motor 
vehicle equipment requirements with the Commission’s safety 
rules and uniform traffic code continued in state legislative ses- 
sions this year. It said this trend was acclaimed by manufactur- 
ers and operators of trucks and busses “who in the past have 
been plagued by conflicting state laws.” 

The N. H. U. C. said uniform lighting equipment provisions, 
including clearance and side-marker lights and reflectors for 
motor vehicles, were enacted in Florida, Michigan, New Hamp- 
shire, New Mexico, Tennessee and Utah, and that these provi- 
sions included multiple beam headlight regulations in Michi- 
gan, New Mexico and Utah. Maine and Maryland legislatures 
legalized sealed beam headlights by providing exemptions from 
former low headlight candle power maximums, it said. It 
added that a Delaware statute empowered the motor vehicle 
commissioner to harmonize that state’s equipment requirements 
with those set out in the Commission’s regulations. 


stand in favor of protecting against all attacks the federal aid 
system of encouraging highway building in the various states. 

Facilitation of defense traffic and prevention of bottle- 
necks and accidents as the result of increased traffic due to 
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Traffic Club Doings 


Items for this column are solicited and when they are sent and not 
published it is because they are inappropriate or not timely. Copies 
of a club’s publication or the notices it sends to members are 
usually not sufficient, because often they are received too late to be 
of value. THe Trarric WorLD goes to press in Chicago Friday of 
each week. News of coming or past events, such as meetings, din- 
ners and election of officers, is desired. If publicity is looked for ét 
should be made the duty of someone in the club to keep us ade- 
quately and promptly informed.—Editor THe Trarric WorLD. 





The Traffic Club of Detroit will hold its annual election 
December 6. The nominating committee, headed by George 
Barnes, has nominated the following: For president, E. H. De 
Board and Frank A. Wisberg; vice-president, John C. Dunn 
and J. A. Gardner; secretary-treasurer, C. O. Tobias and F. H. 
Wilgus; members, board of directors, six to be elected, H. P. 
Brown, M. J. Boylan, John P. Donohue, Dale E. Gilbert, H. I. 
Lathrop, C. L. LeValley, J. F. Markey, Dewey T. Meyers, Harry 
J. McCarthy, Robert McDowell, W. S. Nevius, and E. C. Patton. 

N. P. Waldoch and W. R. Burghardt, chairman of two 
nominating committees for the Milwaukee Traffic Club, have 
announced the following nominations: For president, J. J. Firer 
and A. H. Zastrow; first vice-president, Carl Carlsen and A. S. 
Slania; second vice-president, M. M. Rose and H. E. Kellogg; 
third vice-president, Ernest C. Crow and Elvin R. Crow; secre- 
tary-treasurer, A. E. Fetter and T. W. Somers; directors, two 
to be elected for three years, F. L. De Groat, A. J. Buege, M. R. 
Scanlon and F. Leo Werner. In addition, A. F. Nash and W. J. 
Atkins have been nominated as candidates to fill the unexpired 
term of Mr. Firer in the event of his election as president. The 
election will be held February 3, 1942. The annual Christmas 
hard times party will be held at the Hotel Pfister, December 6. 
There will be a dinner, dancing and card games. Mr. E. C. Crow 
is chairman of the entertainment committee. 


Joseph H. Wadsworth, industrial relations manager, Cali- 
forina Shipbuilding Company, spoke on “Building Emergency 
Ships for Uncle Sam” at a luncheon meeting of the Los Angeles 
Transportation Club at the Pacific Electric Building, Novem- 
ber 24. William H. Gorman, California Railroad Commission, 
was chairman for the day. There was a golf outing at the 
Altadena Country Club November 26. 


The Transportation Club of Springfield, Ill., will hold its 
annual election at a dinner meeting at the St. Nicholas Hotel, 
December 10. The board of directors has nominated the follow- 
ing candidates: For president, Tom J. McVey, president, Prairie 
State Motor Freight Company; vice-president, Ralph C. Truitt, 
Springfield Chamber of Commerce, and secretary-treasurer, 
Walter G. Bahlow, cashier, Railway Express Agency. H. E. 
Scott, Chicago and Illinois Midland Railway, will speak on 
“Transportation’s Part in Rearmament.” 





Commr. C. R. Bennett of H. M. S. Formidable, British 
battleship, was guest speaker at a dinner meeting of the Nor- 
folk-Portsmouth, Va., Traffic Club at the Albany Restaurant, 
Norfolk, November 27. 

Chester C. Thompson, chairman of the board and president. 
Federal Barge Line, will speak on “The Importance of Inland 
Waterway Transportation in National Defense” at a luncheon 
meeting of the Traffic Club of St. Louis at the Jefferson Hotel, 
December 1. 

The Cincinnati, O., Traffic Club will hold its annual pre- 
holiday dance at the Hotel Netherland Plaza, December 6. 

B. S. Garvey, research department, B. F. Goodrich Com- 
pany, spoke on “The Development of Synthetic Rubber and 
Substitutes” at a monthly meeting of the Traffic Study Club 
of Akron, O., at the Mayflower Hotel November 25. 

The Woman’s Traffic Club of Chicago will hold its annual 
Christmas party at the Morrison Hotel, December 13. Louise 
Campbell is chairman of the committee in charge of arrange- 
ments. A red cross unit has been established, with Ellen Ray- 
mond as chairman and Kay Wolf as co-chairman. Members 
made a tour of inspection of the Chicago and North Western- 
Union Pacific streamlined train “City of San Francisco” at the 
North Western Station, and of the Keeshin Motor Express 
Company terminal, November 14. Marion McKinney, Union 
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Pacific; Anne McKay, North Western, and Catherine Quinn 
Keeshin Company, were hostesses on the tour. ies 





At a luncheon meeting of the Traffic Club of Minneapojj 
at the Hotel Nicollet, November 27, John L. Losie, i 
Atlantic Transit Company, showed films he had made of the 
club’s annual outing held last June and of the 1941 Minne. 
apolis aquatennial celebration. In addition, he showed a film 
of events in recent American history. C. L. Fuller was chairman 
for the day. George E. Hunt, traffic manager, Butler Brothers 
spoke on “Why We Should Have Truck Terminal Consolidation” 
at a traffic forum meeting at the Hotel Nicollet November 24 
The meeting was sponsored by the educational committee, T. F 
Hawk, chairman. pid 





Morris Brownlee, president, Houston Junior Chamber of 
Commerce, spoke on “Young Men and Civic Affairs” at a lunch. 
eon meeting of the Traffic Club of Houston at the Rice Hote] 
November 25. Candidates for office for the coming year spoke 





E. J. Reardon, general superintendent, American Stee] 
and Wire Company, will speak on and show a film of con- 
struction of the San Francisco-Oakland Bay bridge at a dinner 
meeting of the New Haven, Conn., Traffic Club at the Hotel 
Taft December 8. There will be a program of entertainment. 





Roy Wattenbarger was elected president of the Traffic 
Club of Tulsa, Okla., at a meeting at the Mayo Hotel Novem. 
ber 18. He was born at Milan, Mo.. 
and educated there and at Chillicothe, 
Mo., entering railroad service with the 
Chicago Great Western at St. Joseph, 
Mo., in 1923 as chief clerk to the as- 
sistant general freight agent. He was 
made traveling freight agent in 1925, 
In 1930 he became general agent for 
the Louisiana and Arkansas Railway 
and in 1936 he resigned to become gen- 
eral agent for the Minneapolis, North- 
field and Southern, at Tulsa, the posi- 
tion he now holds. Before his election 
to its presidency, he served the Tulsa 
club for four years as secretary-treas- 
urer. Officers elected to serve with him 
are: Vice-president, N. A. Lindsay, 
traffic manager, Warren Petroleum 
Company; secretary-treasurer, B. B. 
Bullington, chief clerk, Wabash Railway; members of the board 
of directors, J. E. St. Clair, traffic manager, Tulsa Boiler and 
Machine Company; J. C. Sheidel, assistant district manager, 
North American Car Corporation; John A. Swartz, general 
freight agent, Reliable Motor Freight Lines. Officers and direc- 
tors will be installed at the annual installation dinner and dance 
at the Mayo Hotel December 9. H. W. Roe, general traffic 
manager, Mid-Continent Petroleum Corporation, a former presi- 
dent of the club and past president and director of the Asso- 
ciated Traflic Clubs of America, will preside. 





_ dames R. Young, formerly Far Eastern director, Interna- 
tional News Service, spoke on “The Far East” at the annual 
dinner of the Transportation Club of Decatur, IIl., November 6. 

W. R. Ford, statistician, Dalias, Tex., fire department, 
spoke and the department’s sound film “A Word to the Wise” 
was shown at a luncheon meeting of the Transportation Club of 
Dallas at the Dallas Athletic Club November 24. There was 
a program of music by the fire department orchestra. Leon 
Marion, general agent, Erie Railroad, is chairman of the 
program committee. 

The Women’s Traffic and Transportation Club of Port- 
land, Ore., will hold its annual Christmas party at the Con- 
gress Hotel December 10. There will be a dinner, dancing, and 
a raffle. Members will attend a dinner in honor of Portland 
business women, sponsored by the Progressive Business Men's 
Club at the Multnomah Hotel December 4. 

M. W. Ricker, executive assistant, Northwestern Bel] Tele- 
phone Company, spoke on “Telephone Development and Its 
Place in National Defense” at a telephone day luncheon meet- 
ing of the Transportation Club of St. Paul, Minn., at the Hotel 
Lowry November 25. Mr. Ricker gave a demonstration of 
telephene inventions. 





At a dinner meeting of the Women’s Traffic and Transporta- 
tion Club of Seattle, Wash., at the Pine Tree Tea Room, No- 
vember 24, Thora Trenchard, Myrtle Smith, Roseva Gifford, 
and Jessie Gadsbury, members, gave short talks on their occu- 
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ations. A representative of the Anti-Tuberculosis League 
of King county, Wash., spoke. 





Dr. Frank E. Townsend, advocate of old-age pensions, spoke 
on “Our Bungling Defense Efforts and How to Convert Them 
Into One Hundred Percent Efficiency,” at a meeting of the 
Women’s Traffic Club of Los Angeles at the Pacific Electric 
Building, November 26. Madge Henderson, Empire Freight 
Company, arranged for the talk. The annual fall dance was 
held at the Brentwood Country Club, November 15. 

The Fox Valley Traffic Club will hold its annual dinner 
dance at the Baker Hotel, St. Charles, Ill., December 4. Roy 
L. Milbourne is chairman of the committee in chareg of arrange- 
ments. 





The Traffic and Transportation Association of Pittsburgh 
will hold its annual fathers and sons night meeting: December 5. 
Entertainment will include a number of boxing bouts. There 
will be a Christmas spirit program stressing the need for the 
aid of underprivileged children. 





The Rail and Water Club of Los Angeles held a discussional 
meeting, November 24. The film “Steel—Man’s Servant” was 
shown by arrangement with the Columbia Steel Company. 
a eee, traffic manager, Zellerbach Paper Company, pre- 
sided. 





The Traffic Club of Cleveland will hold a dinner and forum 
meeting at the Hotel Cleveland, December 8. Speakers at the 
forum session will include: J. P. Kelley, assistant to vice-presi- 
dent, chesapeake and Ohio; C. J. Madigan, president, Motor 
Express, Inc.; Charles C. Hartzell, vice-president, General Car- 
loading Company; Don B. Wilson, district traffic manager, 
United Air Lines; W. J. Yates, superintendent, Railway Express 
Agency, and A. T. Wood, president, Lake Carriers Association. 
There will be a program of entertainment. George Curda, 
Burlington Route, is chairman of the entertainment committee, 
and Andrew H. Brown, Cleveland Chamber of Commerce, is 
chairman of the forum committee. 





Thomas F. Lambert, dean, college of law, Stetson Uni- 
versity, De Land, Fla., will speak on the effect of foreign wars 
on the United States at a dinner meeting of the Central Florida 
Traffic Club at the Angebilt Hotel, Orlando, Fla., December 2. 
He will be introduced by J. R. Wells, Growers and Shippers 
League of Florida. There will be a quiz program, and a pro- 
gram of entertainment. B. M. Wherrette is chairman of the 
entertainment committee. 





_ The Transportation Club of Grand Rapids, Mich., will hold 
its annual dinner at the Hotel Rowe, December 11. Floyd R. 
Mayo, Bixby Office Supply Company, will be toastmaster. 
J. Larry Thompson, Blue Arrow Transport Line, is chairman 
of the dinner committee. 





At a meeting of the Ky-O-Va Traffic Club at the Henry 
Clay Hotel, Ashland, Ky., December 8, Dick Dobbins, American 
Air Lines, will show the sound film “Flagships of the Air.” 
Raymond W. Kelly, divisional traffic manager, American Roll- 
ing Mill Company, Ashland, will preside. 





E. H. Henken, traveling freight and passenger agent, Mis- 
souri-Kansas-Texas Lines, newly appointed chairman of the 
club publications committee of the Associated Traffic Clubs 
of America, will speak on “The Humorous Side of Transporta- 
tion” at a forum session of the Junior Traffic Club of Chi- 
cago at the Palmer House December 2. 





The Traffic Club of Wilmington, Del., will hold its annual 
meeting and election of officers at the Hotel Du Pont, Decem- 
ber 3. Changes in the club’s constitution and by-laws will be 
considered. Dinner will be served. 


The Motor City Traffic Club of Detroit will elect officers 
at a dinner meeting at the Detroit-Leland Hotel December 8. 
he following have been nominated: For president, L. Paul 
DeLoreto, Norwalk Truck Lines, and Elmer W. Klein, Inter- 
city Trucking Service; first vice-president, George Prain, Ford 
Motor Company, and William H. Owen, Great Lakes Steel 
orporation; second vice-president, Russ Armstrong, Trans- 
merican Freight Lines, and Lee E. Tenney, Delaware, Lacka- 
ee and Western Railroad; secretary-treasurer, Melvin J. 
ell, Chevrolet Motor Company, and Lloyd Straley, Detroit 
€x Products Company; assistant secretary-treasurer, George 
radner, Ann Arbor Railroad, and Keith Pickens, Grand 
Tunk Western Railroad. The club will hold its annual dinner 
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at the Statler Hotel January 20, 1942. Its traffic forum will 
elect officers at a meeting at the Detroit-Leland Hotel Decem- 
ber 15. 


N. & W. IMPROVEMENTS 


In the period since the outbreak of hostilities in Europe, 
the Norfolk and Western Railway has spent or authorized the 
spending of more than $60,000,000 in equipment and plant, 
according to R. H. Smith, operating vice-president and general 
manager. z 

New equipment purchased by the railroad includes 8,995 
freight cars, at a total cost of $23,724,000, 6,180 of which have 
been delivered and put in service; 31 freight and passenger 
locomotives, at a cost of $4,650,000, 12 of which—including two 
passenger streamliners—have been placed in service, and 50 
passenger coaches, costing $1,550,000, 15 of which have been 
delivered. In addition, the railroad has rebuilt 11,865 coal 
cars at its Roanoke plant, at a cost of $8,000,000, and has 
spent $800,000 in improving and modernizing its locomotives. 

Facility improvements include $5,000,000 spent in expanding 
its yard at Roanoke, Va.; an increase of 1,100 in the capacity 
of its tidewater coal classification yard and improvements in 
car repair facilities at Lambert Point, Va.; additions to the 
yards at Bluefield, W. Va., and Portsmouth, O., and a new 
warehouse at Sewall Point, Va. Total cost of all the improve- 
ments will be in excess of $9,000,000. . 

The railroad has also spent or authorized $3,000,000 for 
the modernization and extension of its signal systems and inter- 
locking plants. 


CLASSIFICATION COMMITTEE HEARINGS 

Beginning next January, the rail carriers’ freight classi- 
fication committees will hold public hearings bi-monthly in 
connection with applications for changes in the classification 
instead of quarterly, as at present. Hearings will be held as 
at present at Atlanta, New York and Chicago. Dockets con- 
taining proposals for changes will close the fifteenth of the 
month preceding the month in which hearings are held. This 
change is for the purpose of expediting action on proposals 
for changes, it is stated. 





PRICE CONTROL AND TRANSPORT JOBS 


An amendment by Representative Gore, of Tennessee, to 
H. R. 5990, the price control bill reported by the House banking 
and currency committee, in the form of a substitute bill which 
would have frozen wages at the levels prevailing in the period 
November 24 to 29, 1941, inclusive, was defeated in the House 
November 26 by a vote of 218 to 63. In the course of debate 
on the bill, Representative Patman, of Texas, asserted that the 
Gore substitute would freeze the wages of 60,000,000 people 
gainfully employed in the United States in many occupations, 
including practically all wage-earners in the fields of water, 
rail, highway and air transportation. 


WESTERN PACIFIC ACCIDENT 


A head-end collision between a passenger train and a 
light engine on the Western Pacific near Sunol, Calif., Sept. 
22, 1941, which resulted in 3 deaths and 33 injuries was caused 
by an inferior train occupying the main track on the time of an 
opposing superior train, according to a report of the Commis- 
sion, written by Commissioner Patterson, on its investigation 
of the accident, No. 2529. The report recommended that the 
Western Pacific establish an adequate block-signal system on 
the line involved. It said an order to show cause why it should 
not do so would be served on that road. 





/” Digest of New Complaints 





MC C-315, Frankfort Distilleries, Inc., Louisville, Ky., vs. Huber & 
Huber Motor Express, Inc., Louisville, Ky., et al. 

Alleges misrouting by defendants, with resultant assessment of 
‘unjust, high and unreasonable’’ rate, in violation of section 216(d), 
as to shipments of alcoholic liquor from complainant’s bottling 
plant in Louisville Ky., to Fargo, N. D., from Nov. 2, 1940, to 
March 19, 1941, inclusive. Asks establishment of just and reason- 
able practices, and respect by defendants ‘‘for their contractual 
obligations.’””’ (M. F. Chandler, General Traffic Manager, Frank- 
fort Distilleries, Inc., Louisville, Ky.) 

MC C-316, clothing, cotton piece goods, minimum rates between Nash- 
ville, Tenn., and Kentucky points. 

Investigation instituted by the Commission, division 2, on its 
own motion, into the minimum rates and charges, etc., on cloth- 
ing, cotton piece goods, buttons, thread, boxes, and wire goods, 
from Nashville to points in Kentucky, and in the reverse direction, 
maintained by Doyle Transfer Co., Inc., Glasgow, Ky. 






































































Docket of the Commission 





NOTH—Items in the docket marked with an asterisk (*) have been 
added since the last issue of THs TrarFic WorLD. New assignments 
now on the Commission’s docket of dates later than herein shown 
will not bear asterisks when they do appear. Current cancellations 
and postponements announced too late to show the change in this 
docket will be noted elsewhere. 


December 1—Akron, O0.—Mayflower Hotel—Examiner Borroughs: 
MC 34683—Snow Brothers, Akron, O., certificate or permit. 


December 1—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Examiner Yardley: 
MC 66562, Sub. 1—Railway Express Agency, Inc., New York, N. Y., 
certificate or permit. 
December 1—Baltimore, Md.—Public Service Comm.—Exam. Hobbs: 
MC 1034 Sub. 5—Tidewater Express Lines, Inc., Baltimore, certificate 
to extend operations. 
MC 6966—Micciche Transfer, Millersville, Md., certificate or permit. 
December 1—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Bryan: 
MC 44828 Sub. 1—Muth’s Sons, Liberty, N. Y., certificate to extend 
operations. 


December 1—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Jt. Bd. 305: 
MC 101743—Long Island Transportation Co., Long Island City, N. Y., 
permit. 
MC 102292—L. J. Spingola, Brooklyn, N. Y., certificate. 
December 1—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Exam. Schweickhardt: 
Ex Parte MC 20—Trunk line territory motor carrier rates. 
December 1—Charleston, S. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner Snider: 
28722 and Subs. 1 to 5 incl.—Coastal Produce Assn. et al. vs. A. C. L. 
et al. 
December i1—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 2: 
* MC 102806 Sub. 1—Petroleum Transportation, Inc., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 
* MC 103136—Bradley Transit Co., Inc., Gastonia, N. C., permit. 


December 1—Cleveland, O.—Hotel Cleveland—Examiner Kerttu: 
MC 52341 Sub. 2—Ohio Transportation Co., Cleveland. 


December 1—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby—Jt. Bd. 76: 
MC 66913 Sub. 2—Motor City Express, Inc., Detroit, Mich., 
to extend operations. 
MC 90637—L. B. Deming, Caro, Mich., permit. 


December 1—Evansville, Ind.—U. S. Court—Examiner Conley: 
MC 66817 Sub. 16—Whitney Transfer Co., Bowling Green, Ky., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 


certificate 


December 1—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Examiner Myers: 
MC 101050 Sub. 1—Usher Trucking, Inc., Wabash, Ind., permit to ex- 
tend operations. 


December i—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick—Examiner Dawson: 
MC 69752 Sub. 1—Zuzich Truck Line, Kansas City, Mo., permit to 
extend operations. 


December 1—Newark, N. J.—Industrial Bldg.—Examiner Messer: 
MC 2880 Sub. 1—Somerset Bus Co., Inc., Mountainside, N. J. 


December 1—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Examiner Pierce: 
MC 92124 Sub. 2—T. B. Reed, Princeton, N. J., certificate to extend 
operations. 


December 1—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Macomber: 
28705—Buchman Manufacturing Co. vs. P. R. R. 


December 1—Providence, R. |.—Narragansett Hotel—It. Bd. 18: 
MC 100061, Sub. 1—Skylines, Mapleville District of Burrillville, R. I., 
certificate. 
MC 102764—Providence-North Scituate Line, Providence, R. I., cer- 
tificate. 


December 1—Raleigh, N. C.—Hotel Sir Walter—Examiner Livingstone: 
MC 93980 Sub. 7—Vance Trucking Co., Inc., Henderson, N. C., certifi- 
cate to extend operations. 


December 1—Richmond, Va.—Hotel Richmond—Examiner Joyner: 
MC 102767—E. G. Bowles, Richmond, Va., certificate. 
December 1—St. Louis, M0O.—York Hotel—Examiner Angle: 
MC 50132 Sub. 6—Central & Southern Truck Lines, East St. Louis, 
Ill., certificate or permit to extend operations. 


December 1—Wellsboro, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Prichard: 
* Finance 13483—Application of Elmira State Line, Tioga, and Erie for 
certificate abandonment of certain lines in Pa. and N. Y. 


December 2—Alibuquerque, N. M.—Hotel Hilton—Jt. Bd. 87: 
MC 43458 Sub. i—Shufflebarger Transfer & Storage Co., Inc., Albu- 
querque, N. M., certificate. 
December 2—Baltimore, Md.—Public Service Comm.—Examiner Hobbs: 
MC 838—Major Transfer Co., Inc., Baltimore, Md. 
MC 68925—H. C. Umberger, Baltimore, Md. 
December 2—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Bryan: 
MC 96262—J. H. Edwards, Liberty, N. Y. 
— 2—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Schweick- 
ardt: 
Ex Parte MC 20—Trunk line territory motor carrier rates. 


December 2—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Jt. Bd. 42: 

MC 80429 Sub. 1—H. L. & F. McBridge, Goshen, N. Y., permit to 
extend operations. 

MC 101815—Dairy Distributors, Inc., New York, N. Y., permit. 


TRAFFIC WORLD 


December 2—Buffalo, N. Y.—Hotel Buffalo—Jt. Bd. 330: 
MC 4299—Kraft and Son Carting Corp., Buffalo, N. Y., certificate or 
permit. 


December 2—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 2: 
* MC 30772 Sub. 5—Atlantic States Motor Lines, Inc., High Point 

N. C., certificate to extend operations. ; 
* MC 38726 Sub. 1—R. & W. Transit Co., Inc., Gastonia, N. C., permit 


December 2—Cincinnati, O.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Macomber: 
25473 Sub. 1—Ohio-Kentucky Associated Industries vs. A. & W. et aj. 


December 2—Cleveland, O.—Hotel Cleveland—Examiner Kerttu: 
“MC 14702 Sub. 1—Komray & Bock, Inc., Warren, O. 

MC 29104 Sub. 1—Barnes Trucking Co., Warren, O. 

MC 59952 Sub. 2—Gillen Transfer Co., Warren, O. 

MC 43053 Sub. 2—Burbank Van & Storage Co., Inc. 


December 2—Columbia, S. C.—Wade Hampton Hotel—Jt. Bd. 177: 
MC 2900 Sub. 20—Great Southern Trucking Co., Jacksonville, Fia,, 
certificate to extend operations. 
MC 102505—Privette’s Transfer & Forwarding Co., 
permit. 


December 2—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby—Examiners Disque and 
Lawton: 
28190—New automobiles in interstate commerce. 


December 2—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby—Jt. Bd. 76: 
MC 102763—G. Britton, Port Huron, Mich., certificate. 
MC 102842—Howard Hamilton Cartage Co., Detroit, permit. 


December 2—Evansville, Ind.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 21: 
MC 102414—H. L. Johnson, Keensburg, IIl., certificate. 


December 2—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Examiner Myers: 
MC 26301 Sub. 2—F. R. Perkins Trucking Co., Indianapolis, Ind., per- 
mit to extend operations. 
MC 102679—McLain Storage Co., Muncie, Ind., certificate. 
December 2—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick—Jt. Bd. 36: 
MC 75771 Subs. 1 and 2—L. L. Johnson, Independence, Kan., certifi- 
cates to extend operations. 


December 2—Lewiston, Ida.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 169: 
iC 91804 Sub. 1—J. B. Morbeck Dray, Uniontown, Wash., 
to extend operations. 

MC 96442—L. A. Porter, Pomeroy, Wash., certificate. 


December 2—North Platte, Neb.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Frizzell: 
MC 102961—Western Transport Service, Paxton, Neb., certificate. 


December 2—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Examiner Pierce: 
MC 44373 Sub. 2—Ragen’s Transportation Co., Gloucester, N. J., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 


December 2—Providence, R. !.—Narragansett Hotel—Jt. Bd. 18: 
MC 93748 Sub. 1—Alfredo Ancelmo & Co., Central Falls, R. I., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
MC 94854 Sub. 1—F. B. Sylvester, Fall River, Mass., certificate to 
extend operations. 


December 2—Pulaski, Va.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Nye: 
Finance 13463—Application of N. & W. for a certificate permitting 
abandonment of the so-called Reed Island branch extending from 
a point near Allisonia to Betty Baker Mines, Va. 
December 2—Raleigh, N. C.—Hotel Sir Walter—Examiner Livingstone: 
MC 86913 Sub. 1—Siler Bros., Siler City, N. C., certificate to extend 
operations. 
MC 102973—C. I. Spencer, Columbia, N. C., 
operations. 
December 2—Richmond, Va.—Richmond Hotel—Examiner Joyner: 
1. & S. M-1726—Excelsior, Va., points to eastern destinations. 
MC 46008 Sub. 1—A. R. Butler Motor Line, Carrsville, Va., certificate 
to extend operations. 


December 2—St. Louis, 


Florence, §, C, 


certificate 


certificate to extend 


Mo.—York Hotel—Jt. Bd. 135: 


MC 95051 Sub. 5—Poland Oil Co., St. Louis, Mo., permit to extend 
operations. 

MC 101883 Sub. 1—P. Cavallo, Benld, Ill., certificate to extend opera- 
tions. 


December 2—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Valentine: 
Fourth section aps. 18827, 18828, 19005 and 19210—Wrought iron pipe 
to southwestern territory—Iron and steel pipe from, to and within 
the southwest—Wrought iron pipe to southwestern zone IV. 


December 2—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Berry: 
1. & S. 5071—U. S. postal cards, Ohio River crossings to south. 


December 3—Albuquerque, N. M.—Hotel Hilton—Jt. Bds. 210 and 129: 
MC 102893—W. O. Harris, Albuquerque, N. M., permit. 
MC 101036 Sub. 1—Cresto Transfer, Gallup, N. M., certificate to ex 
tend operations. 


ea w 3—Baltimore, Md.—Public Service Comm.—Examiner Hobbs: 
. & S. M-1866—Feed, fruit, Baltimore to Newville, Pa., and vicinity. 


December 3—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Bryan: 
MC 79135 Sub. 2—Cossitt Motor Express, Hamilton, N. Y., certificate 
to extend operations. 
MC 102692—W. McNeil, Elmira, N. Y., certificate. 


December 3—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Jt. Bd. 42: 
MC 96353—C. Bradley, Barryville, N. Y., certificate. 
MC 101860—T. & S. Trucking, Aquebogue, N. Y., certificate. 
December 3—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Jt. Bd. 119: 
MC 3701 Sub. 3—Westwood Transportation Co., Little Ferry, N. J. 
MC 3705 Sub. 3—Westwood Transportation Lines, Inc., Little Ferry. 
N. J. 


December 3—Buffalo, N. Y.—Hotel Buffalo—Jt. Bd. 330: 
MC 56082 Sub. 2—Davis & Randall, Franklinville, N. Y., 
to extend operations. 


certificate 
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ember 3—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bds. 2 and 130: 
+ MC 103132—Sanders Truck Transportation Co., Inc., Allendale, S. C., 
permit. 
+ MC 103193—Highway Express Co., Inc., Myers, S. C., certificate. 
pecember 3—Columbia, S. C.—Wade Hampton Hotel—Examiner Van 
Dyke, Jr.: 
mc 84404 Subs. 7 and 8—Kelly Motor Lines, Sumter, S. C., certificate 
to extend operations. 


pecember 3—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby—Jt. Bd. 317: 
mC 35628 Sub. 6—Interstate Motor Freight System, Grand Rapids, 
Mich., certificate to extend operations. 


pecember 3—Evansville, Ind.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 149: 
mc 88549 Sub. 2—Blue Comet Lines, Inc., Crossville, Ill. 


pecember 3—Ft. Dodge, la.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Simms: 
mc 52110 Subs. 11, 12, 13 and 15—Brady Transfer and Storage Co., 
Ft. Dodge, Ia., certificate to extend operations. 


December 3—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Examiner Myers: 

|. & S. M-1858—Canned goods, Gaston, Ind., to Chicago, Ill. 

MC 61494 Sub. 3—Givens Truck Co., Columbus, Ind., permit to ex- 
tend operations. 


December 3—Lewiston, Ida.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 83: 
MC 29439 Sub. 2—Star Dray and Transfer Co., Inc., Lewiston, Ida., 
certificate to extend operations. 


December 3—Macon, Ga.—Hotel Lanier—Examiner Snider: 
98697—Georgia-Carolina Oil Co., Inc., vs. Cent. of Ga. et al. 


December 3—North Platte, Neb.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Frizzell: 
MC 94837—R. Knox, Henry, Neb. 


December 3—Pasco, Wash.—Pasco Hotel—Jt. Bds. 45 and 81 and Exam- 
iner Linn: 
MC 52750 Sub. 3—Blue Line Transportation Co., Inc., Portland, Ore., 
certificate to extend operations. 
MC 60306 Sub. 9—Pacific Inland Transport Co., Portland, Ore., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
MC 100348 Sub. 8—R. L. Smith, Portland, Ore., certificate to extend 
operations. 
MC 2789 Sub. 5—West Coast Transport Co., Seattle, Wash., certifi- 
cate to extend operations. 
MC 573 Sub. 7—Mogul Transportation Co., Portland, Ore., certificate 
to extend operations. 
MC 59493 Sub. 7—Silver Eagle Co., Portland, Ore., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 
MC 86970 Sub. 7—Columbia Basin Transport, Inc., College Place, 
Wash., certificate to extend operations. 
MC 89693 Sub. 4—Pacific Transport, Inc., Bellevue, Wash., certifi- 
cate to extend operations. 
MC 23939 Sub. 7—Asbury Transportation Co., Los Angeles, Calif., 
certificate to extend operations. 
MC 59289 Sub. 8—Petroleum Transportation Co., Inc., Seattle, Wash., 
certificate to extend operations. 
MC 33323 Sub. 7—Sun Transportation Co., Hermiston, Ore., certifi- 
cate to extend operations. 
MC 2862 Sub. 15—Arrow Transportation Co., Richmond Highlands, 
Wash., certificate to extend operations. 


December 3—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Examiner Pierce: 
MC 1647 Sub. 2—Willets Express, Wildwood, N. J., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 

MC 101955—-H. R. Edwards, Jr., Langhorne, Pa. 


December 3—Providence, R. !.—Narragansett Hotel—Jt. Bd. 18: 

MC 102590—Pagano Brothers, Providence, R. I., permit. 

MC 19341 Sub. 5—H. A. Taylor Trucking, Millbury, Mass., certificate 
to extend operations. 


December 3—Raleigh, N. C.—Hotel Sir Walter—Examiner Livingstone: 
MC 102478—Bright Belt Transfer, Crifton, N. C., certificate. 


December 3—Richmond, Va.—Richmond Hotel—Examiner Joyner: 
|. & S. M-1740—Agricultural commodities, hogs, sheet metal, be- 
tween Baltimore and Va. points. 
MC 5224 Sub. 1—R. M. Taylor, Tappahannock, Va., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 
December 3—St. Louis, Mo.—York Hotel—Jt. Bd. 135: 
. ne Hamm Drayage Co., St. Louis, Mo., certificate or 
ermit. 
MC 44609 Sub. 9—Mo. Pac. R. R. Co., St. Louis, Mo., certificate to 
extend operations. 
December 3—St. Paul, Minn.—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 145: 
vee ee erthweniern Terminal Co., Minneapolis, Minn., certificate 
permit. 
MC 84597—Northwestern Terminal Co., Minneapolis, Minn., certificate 
or permit. 
December 3—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
12515—Swift & Co. vs. Kansas City Terminal, Director General as 
agent et al. 
12646—Swift & Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 
15362—J. E. Decker & Sons et al. vs. C. R. I. & P. et al. 
15389—Swift & Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 
15446—Albert Lea Packing Co. et al. vs. C. R. I. & P. et al. 
1$606—Armour & Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 
18473—G. A. Hormel & Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. et al. 
18741—Swift & Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 
L& S. 2533—Butter and lard tubs, meats and packing house prod- 
Bn. from and to southwestern points. 
ourth section aps. 469, 12788, 12795, 12806, 1848, 12807 and 12886. 
~ C-225—Fresh meats, Kansas City to Arkansas. 
- & S. 2959—Meats and packing house products to, from and be- 
, tween southwestern and western trunk line points. 
Wilson & Co., Inc., of Okla. et al. vs. Director General as 
agent, C. B. & Q. et al. 
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12067—Wilson & Co., Inc., vs. Director General as agent, A. T. & S. 
F. et al. 

12127—Swift & Co. vs. St. L. S. F. et al., Director General as agent. 

12271—Morton Cregson Co. et al. vs. Director General as agent, A. T. 
& S. F. et al. 

12175—Morris & Co. vs. Director General as agent, A. T. & S. F. 
et al. 

12193—Armour & Co. vs. M. K. T. Director General as agent et al. 

12284—Wilson & Co., Inc., of Okla., et al. vs. Director General as 
agent, C. R. I. & P. et al. 

12301—Albert Lea Packing Co., Inc., et al. vs. Director General as 
agent. 

12398—Armour & Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al., Director General 
as agent. 


December 4—Albuquerque, N. M.—Hotel Hilton—Jt. Bd. 127: 
MC 41309 Sub. 3—Contract Trucking Co., Inc., Albuquerque, N. M., 
certificate to extend operations. 


December 4—Binghamton, N. Y¥Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Bryan: 
MC 102707—A. C. Smith, Liberty, N. Y., certificate. 
MC 102635—Ray Johnson, Elmira, N. Y., certificate. 


December 4—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Jt. Bd. 42: 
MC 102677—J. Yckowski, Clarks Summit, Pa. 


December 4—Brooklyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Jt. Bd. 119: 
MC 13492 Sub. 5—North Boulevard Transportation Co., North Bergen, 
N. J., common carrier extension—marginal street. 


December 4—Buffalo, N. Y.—Hotel Buffalo—Examiner Murphy: 
1. & S. M-1843—Canned goods—from and to Pa. and N. Y. points. 


December 4—Buffalo, N. Y.—Hotel Buffalo—Examiner McGrath: 
* W-29—Federal Motor Ship Corporation (Form BWC 2-A, contract car- 
rier application). 


December 4—Buffalo, N. Y.—Hotel Buffalo—Jt. Bd. 42: 
MC 102548—H. Martin, Hagersville, Ont., Can., certificate. 
December 4—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 130: 
* MC 78764 Sub. 2—Vaughan’s Transfer, Union, S. C., certificate to 
extend operations. 
* MC 103192—S. & S. Truck Line, Myers, S. C., certificate. 
December 4—Chicago, IIIl.—Sherman Hotel—Examiner Myers: 
MC 94350 Sub. 2—Sheldon Driveaway Service, Saginaw, Mich., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 


December 4—Cleveland, O.—Hotel Cleveland—Examiner Kerttu: 
MC 12231—F. L. Bixler, New Philadelphia, O. 
MC 50041 Sub. 1—Fostoria Cartage, Inc., Fostoria, O. 


December 4—Cisco, Tex.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Sullivan: 
Finance 13449—Application of Cisco & Northeastern for certificate 
permitting abandonment of line extending from Cisco to Throck- 
morton, Tex. F 


December 4—Columbia, S. C.—Wade Hampton Hotel—Examiner Van 
Dyke, Jr.: 
MC 46016—Huckabee Transport Corp., Columbia, S. C. 
MC 46016 Sub. 2—Huckabee Transport Corp., Columbia, S. 
tificate to extend operations. 


December 4—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby—Jt. Bd. 57: 
MC 2929 Sub. 2—Detroit and Cleveland Navigation Co., Detroit, cer- 
tijcate to extend operations. 
MC 86375 Sub. 1—Bowe & Porter, Monroe, Mich., permit to extend 
opevations. 
December 4—Decatur, I!I—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Macomber: 
28699—A. E. Staley Manufacturing Co. vs. Alton et al. 
December 4—IndianapOlis, Ind.—State Comm.—Examiner Conley: 
MC 40302 Sub. 1—Federal Express, Inc., Indianapolis, Ind., certificate 
to extend operations. 
December 4—Lewiston, Ida.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 49: 
MC 50102 Sub. 1—Lolo Pass Motor Freight, Orofino, Ida., certificate. 
December 4—Omaha, Neb.—Hotel Fontenelle—Examiner Frizzell: 
MC 102952—W. R. Buetow, Omaha, Neb., certificate. 
December 4—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelnhia—Jt. Bd. 119: 
MC 43962—-Pennsylvania-Reading Seashore Lines, Camden, N. J., 
certificate or permit. 


December 4—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Exam, Schweickhardt: 
Ex Parte MC 20—Trunk line territory motor carrier rates. 
December 4—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 236: 
* MC 75817 Sub. 2—E. J. Lowery, McKeesport, Pa., permit to extend 
operations. 


December 4—Providence, R. !.—Narragansett Hotel—Jt. Bd. 134: 
MC 89318, Sub. 1—-Gencarelli Coal and Oil Co., Westerly, R. I., per- 
mit to extend operations. 
MC 59508, Sub. 2—R. H. Worrall. Providence. R. I1., certificate to 
extend operations. 


December 4—Raleigh, N. C.—Hotel Sir Walter—Jt. Bd. 103: 
MC 23942 Sub. 2—A. C. L. R. R. Co., Wilmington, N. C., certificate 
to extend operations. 


December 4—Richmond, Va.—Richmond Hotel—Examiner Joyner: 
1. & S. M-1752—Lumber, Baltimore to Richmond. 
December 4—Richmond, Va.—Hotel Richmond—Jt. Bd. 108: 
MC 102697—Hugo Transfer, Norfolk, Va., permit. 
December 4—St. Louis. Mo.—York Hotel—Jt. Bd. 149: 
MC 66562 Sub. 352—Railway Express Agency, Inc., New York, N. Y. 
December 4—St. Louis, Mo.—York Hotel—Jt. Bd. 135: 
MC 95355 Sub. 1—P. Benson, St. Louis, Mo., certificate to extend 
operations, 
December 4—St. Paul, Minn.—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 145: 


MC 66359—George Date Transfer, Minneapolis, Minn., certificate or 
permit. 


C., cer- 
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December 4—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
28090—Tex-O-Kan Flour Mills Co. vs. A. & S. et al. 


December 5—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Bryan: 
MC 96436—Lindsley and Raymond, Liberty, N. Y., certificate. 


December 5—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Jt. Bd. 42: 
MC 63901—Tri-City Coal & Oil Co., Hillside, N. J. 
MC 96366—R. T. Burns, Ferndale, N. Y., certificate. 
MC 96365—R. J. Burns, Monticello, N. Y., certificate. 


December 5—Brookiyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Jt. Bd. 119: 
* MC 668 Sub. 23—Inter-City Transportation Co., Inc., Paterson, N. J., 
certificate to extend operations. 
December 5—Buffalo, N. Y.—Hotel Buffalo—Examiner Murphy: 
MC 20987 Sub. 1—D. and H. Motor Freight Co., Jamestown, N. Y., 
certificate to extend operations. 


December 5—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bds. 7 and 364: 

* MC 34837 Sub. 1—Reliable Transport, Inc., Raleigh, N. C., certificate 
to exiend operations. 

* MC 103191—George A. Rheman Co., 
certificate. 


December 5—Chicago, II|.—Sherman Hotel—Examiner Myers: 
MC 102800—Mid-States Trailer Transport, Chicago, IIl., certificate. 
MC 102864—Approved Trailer Transport System, Chicago, permit. 


December 5—Cleveland, O.—Hotel Cleveland—Examiner Kerttu: 
* 1. & S, M-1878—Pecans, Texas points to Boston and New York. 


December 5—Columbus, O.—Public Utilities—Examiner Borroughs: 
1. & S. M-1824—Alcoholic liquors and wines in official territory. 
Il. & S. M-1824 1st Sup.—Alcoholic liquors and wines in Official ter- 
ritory. 
MC C-309—Liquors, wines—official and W. T. L. territories. 
1. & S. M-1824 2d sup.—Alcoholic liquors and wines in official terri- 
tory. 
December 5—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby—Jt. Bd. 57: 
MC 2872 Sub. 3—Great Lakes Forwarding Corp., Chicago, certificate 
to extend operations. 


December 5—Gulfport, Miss.—Hotel Markham—Examiner Snider: 
1. & S. 5036—Fertilizers, south to Ark. 
December 5—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Jt. Bd. 146: 
MC 46880 Sub. 1—E. Hayden, Elma, Ia., certificate to extend opera- 
tions. 
December 5—Omaha, Neb.—Hotel Fontenelle—Jt. Bd. 138: 
MC 102911—J. Schleimer, Defiance, Ia., certificate. 
MC 103023—J. Wilwerding, Earling, Ia., certificate. 


December 5—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Jt. Bds. 67 and 255: 
MC 7196 Sub. 3+-Atlantic City and Philadelphia Express, Pleasantville, 
N. J., certificate to extend operations. 
MC 102885—C. Santangelo, Norristown, Pa., certificate. 
December 5—Providence, R. !.—Narragansett Hotel—Examiner Cave 
and Jt. Bd. 134: 
MC 95024, Sub. 1—Trainor Brothers, 
to extend operations. 
MC 14670, Sub. 2—W. J. Halloran, Providence, R. I., certificate to 
extend operations. 


December 5—Raleigh, N. C.—Hotel Sir Walter Raleigh—Jt. Bd. 103: 

MC 76232 Sub. 3—Thurston Motor Lines, Wilson, N. C., certificate to 
extend operations. 

MC 76232 Sub. 2—Thurston Motor Lines, Wilson, N. C., certificate to 
extend operations. 


December 5—Richmond, Va.—Hotel Richmond—Jt. Bd. 108: 
MC 1508 Sub. 2—Richmond-Greyhound Lines, Inc., Richmond, Va., 
certificate to extend operations. 
MC 59238 Sub. 11—Virginia Stage Lines, 
certificate to extend operations. 
December 5—St. Louis, Mo.—York Hotel—Jt. Bd. 135: 
MC 75110—Gerold ‘Moving & Warehousing Co., East St. Louis, Il. 


December 5—St. Louis, Mo.—York Hotel—Examiner Angle: 
MC 103108 EX—F. L. Washburn, Canton, Mo., certificate of exemp- 
tion. 


Inc., North Charleston, S. C., 


Providence, R. I., certificate 


Inc., Charlottesville, Va., 


December 5—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Valentine: 
Fourth section aps. 18480 and 19149—Petroleum products to Missis- 
sippi River crossings. 


December 5—Washingion, D. C.—Director Sweet: 
* Finance 12950—Central of Georgia reorganization. 


December 6—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Bryan: 
MC 102358—H. J. Tietjen, Walton, N. Y., certificate. 


December 6—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Burns: 
MC 101869—Long Island Carrier, Paterson, N. J., permit. 
MC 102130—J. Bizzaro, Paterson, N. J., certificate. 


December 6—Buffalo, N. Y.—Hotel Buffalo—Examiner Murphy: 
MC 1173 Sub. 1—Wm. Young Transportation, Inc., Niagara Falls, 
N. Y., certificate to extend operations. 


December 6—Chicago, IIl.—Sherman Hotel—Examiner Myers: 
MC 102712—Elkhart Trailer Driveaway Co., Elkhart, Ind., certificate. 


December 6—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Examiner Conley: 
MC 49126—O. Zimmerman, Knightstown, Ind. 


December 6—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Examiner Macomber: 
Fourth section ap. 19181—Automobiles, chassis and trailers, Kansas 
City, Mo., to Council Bluffs, Ia., Omaha and South Omaha, Neb. 
Fourth section ap. 19186—Automobiles, chassis and trailers, St. Louis 

and Kansas City, Mo., to Ia. and Neb. 


December 6—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel—Examiner Snider: 
1. & S. 5063—Storage crude rubber at Birmingham and Mobile. 
28745—Storage in transit of imported rubber. 
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December 6—Omaha, Neb.—Hotel Fontenelle—Jt. Bd. 138: 
MC 52709 Sub. 6—Ringsby Truck Lines, Inc., Denver, Colo. 


December 6—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Jt. Bd. 67: 
MC 102658—L. Sontore, Maple Shade, N. J., permit. 


December 6—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 65: 
* MC 1502 Sub 37—Pennsylvania Greyhound Lines, Inc., Cleveland, 0 
certificate to extend operations. - 


December 6—St. Louis, Mo.—York Hotel—Examiner Angle: 
MC 96423—A. Eilerman, St. Louis, Mo., certificate. 


December 8—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Examiner Higgins: 
* MC F-1666—A. B. C. Truck Lines, Inc., purchase, D. D. Maner. 


December 8—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Bryan: 
1. & S. M-1861—Bakery goods, bottles, from or to N. J., N. Y. ang 
Pa. points. 
1. & S. M-1838—Rates, ratings between trunk line and New Englang 
territories. 


December 8—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Burns: 
1. & S. M-1870—Paper products, etc., between Piermont, N. Y., ang 
N. J. and N. Y. points. 


December 8—Buffalo, N. Y.—Hotel Buffalo—Examiner Murphy: 
MC 102589—Faxlines, Inc., Buffalo, N. Y., permit. 
December 8—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 7: 
* MC 101022 Sub. 5—Willett Bros. Transportation, Roanoke, Va., per- 
mit to extend operations. 
* MC 103142—Miller Motor Line, Inc., Richmond, Va., certificate, 


December 8—Chicago, II|.—Sherman Hotel—Jt. Bd. 13: 
MC 2377 Sub. 3—Lency Clairmont Transfer, Inc., Escanaba, Mich., 
certificate to extend operations. 


December 8—Chicago, IIl.—Morrison Hotel—Examiner Konigsberg: 
Fourth section aps. 19190 and 19191—Printing paper from Houston, 
Tex. 
* |. & S. 5078—Printing paper, Houston, Tex., to Chicago, III, 


December 8—Cleveland, O.—Hotel Cleveland—Examiner Kerttu: 
MC 19010—Harry E. Harvey Mover, Inc., Lakewood, O., certificate or 
permit. 


December 8—Columbia, S. C.—Wade Hampton Hotel—Jt. Bd. 131: 
MC 38925 Sub. 5—New South Express Lines, Inc., Columbia, §. C., 
certificate to extend operations. 


December 8—Des Moines, la.—Kirkwood Hotel—Jt. Bd. 92: 
MC 8542 Sub. 1—R. T. Garrison Transfer Line, Hampton, Ia., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
MC 9321 Sub. 1—Preducers Produce Transit Co., 
certificate to extend operations. 


December 8—Detroit, Mich.—Fort Shelby Hotel—Examiner McGrath: 
28736—Commercial Milling Co. vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. et al. 
December 8—Fargo, N. D.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 158: 
MC 102876—H. Nelson, Veblen, S. D., certificate. 


December 8—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 72: 
MC 1649 Subs. 14 and 19—Railway Express Motor Transport, Inc., 
Indianapolis, Ind., certificate to extend operations. 


December 8—Lansing, Mich.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 76: 
MC 102406—A. Hipshire, Benton Harbor, Mich., certificate. 


December 8—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet-—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 75568—Consolidated Motor Freight Terminal, St. Paul, Minn., 
certificate or permit. 


Clear Lake, Ia., 


December 8—New London, Conn.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Rice: 
W-861—Ellsworth S. Wilcox (application on form BWC 3 for a permit 
as a contract carrier by water, cOvering a new operation). 


December 8—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel—Examiner Snider: 
1. & S. 4904—Carpeting, New Orleans to Okla. 


December 8—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Jt. Bd. 88: 
MC 30605 Subs. 15—Santa Fe Trail Transportation Co., Wichita, Kan., 
certificate to extend operations. 
MC 30600 Sub. 17—Santa Fe Trail Transportation Co., Wichita, Kan., 
certificate to extend operations. 


December 8—Omaha, Neb.—Hotel Fontenelle—Jt. Bd. 54: 
MC 1727 Sub. 1—Red Ball Transfer Co., Omaha, Neb. 


December 8—Omaha, Neb.—Hotel Fontenelle—Examiner Frizzell: 
- MC 1726 and MC 1727—Red Ball Transfer Co., Omaha, Neb. 


December 8—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel’ Adelphia—Jt. Bds. 67 and 66: 
MC 102632—Dagastine Sand Transfer, Port Norris, N. J., certificate. 
MC 102965—J. C. Kindbeiter, Wilmington, Del., certificate. 


December 8—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 65: ' 
* MC 27746 Sub. 1—C. E. Hammacker, Duncansville, Pa., certificate. 
* MC 45107—Belmar Moving & Storage Co., Wilkinsburg, Pa., license. 


December 8—Providence, R. !.—Narragansett Hotel—Examiner Cave: 
MC 48667 Sub. 1—Coutu Trucking Service, Pawtucket, R. I. cel 
tificate to extend operations. 
MC 96426—J. A. Medeiros, Jr., Westport, Mass., certificate. 


December 8—Richmond, Va.—Hotel Richmond—Jt. Bd. 108: 
MC 80382 and MC 59911—Brooks Transportation Co., Inc., Richmond, 
certificate. 


December 8—Seattle, Wash.—Olympic Hotel—Examiner Linn: | 
MC 6156 Sub. 1 EX—Eads Transfer, Inc., Olympic, Wash., certificate 
of exemption. 


December 8—Shreveport, La.—Washington Youree Hotel—Examiner 
Sullivan: 
Finance 13385—Application of K. C. S. for authority to purchas¢ 
properties of L. & A, and to acquire trackage rights over certain 
tracks of that carrier. 
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pecember 8—St. Louis, Mo.—York Hotel—Examiner Angle: 
mC 52110 Sub. 14—Brady Transfer and Storage Co., Ft. Dodge, Ia., 
certificate to extend operations. 
«|, & S. M-1877—Junk, Cape Girardeau, Mo., to St. Louis, Mo. 
pecember 8—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Brown: 
w-154—Great Lakes Transit Corp. (Form BWC 2—contract carrier ap- 
plication—Form BWC 2A—common carrier application.) 
|, & S. M-1837—Liquors and wines—Baltimore and Philadelphia to 
Atlanta. 
98732—Alcoholic liquors, east to southern ports. 
December 8—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Schweickhardt: 
Ex Parte MC 20—Trunk line territory motor carrier rates. 


December 9—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 42: 
mC 102403—Nower Bros., Village of Earlville, N. Y., permit. 
MC 20173—S & D Trucking Co., Livingston Manor, N. Y., certificate. 
December 9—Brooklyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Rice: 
98498—Ethyl Gasoline Corp. vs. Canadian National Rys. et al. 
December 9—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Burns: 
mc 101942—Staiano & Sons, Jamaica, N. Y. 
* MC 85081—A. P. Whelan, Glen Head, L. I., N. Y. 
December 9—Buffalo, N. Y.—Hotel Buffalo—Examiner Murphy: 
MC 102753—M. B. Clarke, Clarence, N. Y., certificate. 
December 9—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 7: 
* MC 103144—W. T. Holt, Inc., South Richmend, Va., permit. 
December 9—Chicago, IIl.—Sherman Hotel—Jt. Bd. 73: 
MC 2996—Hi Way Freight System, Inc., Chicago. 
MC 613 Sub. 2—Century System, Inc., Chicago. 
MC 613 Sub. 3—Century System, Inc., Chicago, certificate to extend 
operations. 
December 9—Cleveland, O.—Hotel Cleveland—Examiner Kerttu: 
MC 73652 Sub. 2—P. L. Butler, Toledo, O., certificate to extend opera- 
tions. 
December 9—Des Moines, la.—Kirkwood Hotel—Jt. Bd. 202: 
MC 46510 Sub. 4—Baker Transfer Co., Waverly, Ia., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 
MC 47884 Sub. 2—V. A. Carmichael, Sigourney, Ia., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 
December 9—Detroit, Mich.—Fort Shelby Hotel—Examiner McGrath: 
28728—F. C. Strickroot, dba Cadillac Cartage Co. vs. Detroit and 
Cleveland Navigation Co. 


December 9—Fargo, N. D.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 219: 
MC 91696 Sub. 2—Hanson Maves Co., East Grand Forks, Minn., cer- 
tificate to extend operations, 
December 9—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 72: 
MC 1502 Subs. 38 and 39—Pennsylvania Greyhound Lines, Inc., Cleve- 
land, O., certificate to extend operations. 
December 9—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Examiner Macomber: 
|, & S. 5068—Grain and grain products, Okla. to Tex. 
December 9—Lansing, Mich.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 76: 
MC 1509 Sub. 32—Northland Greyhound Lines, Inc., Minneapolis, 
Minn., certificate to extend operations. 
December 9—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 102436—Eland & Stewart, Seattle, Wash., permit. 


December 9—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel—Examiner Snider: 
|, & S. 4922—Wallboard, New Orleans to north Atlantic ports. 


December 9—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Jt. Bd. 217: 

MC 50115 Sub. 4—Earl Bray, Inc., Cushing, Okla., permit to extend 
operations. 

MC 102726—Martin Truck Line, Mannford, Okla., certificate. 


December 9—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Jt. Bds. 323 and 199: 
MC 20772 Sub. 1—William Theel, Inc., Glassboro, N. J. 
MC 87533 Sub. 1—Veneziale Brothers, Telford, Pa. 


December 9—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Woodrow: 

* MC 78062 Sub. 2—R. Beatty Motor Express, Washington, Pa., cer 
tificate or permit to extend operations. 

* MC 102966—S. J. Carlson, Turtle Point, Pa., permit. 


December 9—Seattle, Wash.—Olympic Hotel—Jt. Bd. 80: 
MC 7325, Sub. 1—Black Ball Freight Service, Seattle, Wash. 
MC 7325—Black Bal! Freight Service, Seattle, Wash., certificate or 
permit. 
MC 7325 Sub. 2—Black Ball Freight Service, Seattle, Wash., certifi- 
cate to extend operations. 


December 9—St. Louis, Mo.—York Hotel—Examiner Angle: 
MC 102657—W. E. Cleveland and Sons, Salem, IIl., certificate. 


December 10—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Jt. Bds. 131 and 238: 
* MC 103104 Subs. 1 and 2—Motor Fuels Transports, Inc., Jacksonville, 
Fla., certificate, 


December 10—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 42: 
MC 88158 Sub. 4—Collier’s Express, Cortland, N. Y., certificate to 
extend operations. 


December 10—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Cave: 
yp sae Transportation Co., Inc., Waltham, Mass., certificate 
permit. 
MC 40 Sub. 2—Wilson Transportation Co., Inc., Waltham, Mass., 
certificate to extend operations. 


December 10—Brooklyn, N. Y¥.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Rice: 
28407—Animal Trap Co. of America vs. Erie et al. 


December 10—Buffalo, N. Y¥.—Hotel Buffalo—Examiner Murphy: 
MC 102951—R. Heimburg, Angola, N. Y., certificate. 


seember 10—Chicago, IIl.—Morrison Hotel—Examiner Konigsberg: 
682—Board of Trade of City of Chicago vs. G. T. et al, 


The Traffic Service Corporation 
Announces 


A New Annual Directory 


THE NATIONAL GUIDE 
of 


Interstate Commerce Practitioners 


The ever growing regulation of carriers has caused a 
tremendous increase in the activities before the various 
regulatory commissions in the past few years and there 
has developed a real need for a reference book that 
gives information about the personnel that make up 
the various commissions and about the men who prac- 
tice before these bodies. This new guide will meet this 
need. It will contain 



































Practitioners Before the Interstate Commerce 
Commission 


A complete list of all Practitioners before the 
Commission. It will indicate those who are 
lawyers as well as non-lawyers. 


Practitioners Before the Maritime Commission 


A similar complete list of all Practitioners before 
this Commission—lawyers as well as non-lawyers. 








Legal Staff of Carriers 


The attorneys on the staff of carriers—the rail- 
road, motor lines, etc. The carriers will be 
listed alphabetically. Following the name of 
the carrier will be a list of the legal staff. 





Biographical Data 


There will be a section, arranged geographically, 
giving biographical information on outstanding 
individuals and members of law firms who prac- 
tice before the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
This listing will include biographical data of 
tax and patent attorneys and counsel specializ- 
ing in practice before federal and state admin- 
istrative tribunals. 





Members of Regulatory Commissions 


The guide will contain a list of the various state 
and federal governmental boards and Commis- 
sions and give a list of the members of each 
body. 





Digest of Transportation Laws 


A digest of state laws affecting air, motor, rail 
and water transportation will be included. 





The guide will be printed on good paper and bound 
in cloth. It will contain approximately 350 standard 
size (6%x10) pages. It will sell for $10.00 a copy. 

This new guide is being published by The Traffic 
Service Corporation which has 33 years’ experience in the 
traffic field as publishers of the Weekly Traffic World, 
the Weekly Traffic Bulletin, the Daily Traffic World and 
Traffic Bulletin and of various text books. 





For Information Write to 


The TRAFFIC SERVICE CORPORATION 


418 South Market Street, Chicago, Ill. 


SUBSCRIBE FOR 


THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


Here’s how you will profit: 
1. A Check on Your Tariff File 


THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN prints an abstract of 
every new tariff, supplement and classification filed 
with the Interstate Commerce Commission (railroads 
and motor carriers) and the Maritime Commission 
(steamship lines) in the current week, enabling you 
ts) o copies of those that will change your rates, 

ll in advance of the effective dates. 


2. Advance Notice of Rate Proposals 


Due to the wide circulation of THE TRAFFIC 
BULLETIN among shippers, the territorial rate 
committees of the railroads and intercoastal steam- 
ship lines use its columns to give public notice of 
all proposals received from shippers and carriers 
to establish and to change commodity rates. This 
information is available from no other source in a 
form so complete and convenient for checking. Dis- 
position notices of a number of the committees are 
printed to advise the subscriber of the decision 
reached on each proposal. Thus you are informed 
far in advance of many changes which might not 
otherwise be called to your attention until after the 
new rates were published. 


3. Rate Changes on Short Notice 


Present competitive conditions have greatly in- 
creased the number of rate changes made by the 
carriers on less than 30 days’ notice. Before making 
them effective the railroads, motor carriers, and 
steamship lines must file short notice applications. 
These are printed in THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN as 
they are filed in Washington, along with the railroad, 
steamship and truck “Permissions” (short notice 
changes which are allowed by the two regulatory 
bodies). Information of this kind, received in ad- 
vance of a change in one single instance, may save 
you more than the cost of a full year’s subscription. 


4. Advance Information of Classification 
Changes 





Subscribers to THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN re- 
ceive free of charge the quarterly dockets of the 
Consolidated Classification Committee, listing the 
changes currently proposed. 


5. Other Essential Rate Information 





Suspended tariffs, embargo notices, fourth section 
applications and orders, tariffs returned and express 
tariffs. 


The use of THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN for only a 
few months will return your investment with in- 
terest in actual time and money saved. Let the 
weekly issues add to the efficiency and increase the 
effectiveness of the work in your department. Send 
$6.25 for a trial three months’ subscription today. 


THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


Chicago, Ill. 


418 South Market Street 
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December 10—Cleveland, O.—Hotel Cleveland—Examiner Kerttu: 
MC 808 Sub. 2—Anchor Motor Freight, Inc., of Michigan, Flint, Mich,, 
permit to extend operations. 
MC 807 Sub. 2—Anchor Motor Freight, Inc., of Delaware, Clevelang, 
O., permit to extend operations. 
December 10—Columbia, S. C.—Wade Hampton Hotel—Jt. Bd. 131: 
MC 14486 Sub. 9—Carolina Scenic Coach Lines, Spartanburg, s. c, 
certificate to extend operations. 
MC 61598 Sub. 9—Smoky Mountain Stages, Inc., Asheville, N, ¢. 
certificate to extend operations. 
December 10—Des Moines, la.—Kirkwood Hotel—Jt. Bd. 54: 
MC 80842 Sub. 1—E. Pickering, Ollie, Ia., certificate to extend opera- 
tions. 
December 10—Des Moines, la.—Hotel Kirkwood—Examiner Naftalin: 
Ex Parte MC 23—Midwestern motor carrier rates. 
December 10—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby—Examiner McGrath: 
W-732—Nicholson Transit Co. (application for permit as contract car- 
rier form BWC 2—Exhibits A and B). 
December 16—Fargo, N. D.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 24: 
MC 89782 Sub. 1—Olson’s Nitehawk Express, Warroad, Minn., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
December 10—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 72: 
MC 40858 Sub. 10—Silver Fleet Motor Express, Inc., Louisville, Ky., 
certificate to extend operations. 


December 10—Jackson, Miss.—Robert E. Lee Hotel—Examiner Higgins: 
* MC F-1684—D. C. Hall, purchase, Magee Truck Lines, Inc. 
December 10—Jackson, Miss.—Robert E. Lee Hotel—Examiner Higgins: 
* MC F-1671—Loyd Bond, purchase, Green Truck Lines, Inc. 
* MC F-1717—Gordons Transports, Inc., purchase, Green Truck Lines, 
Inc. 
December 10—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Examiner Macomber: 
Fourth section ap. 19309—Petroleum products to Colo., Wyo. and 
Utah. 
December 10—Lansing, Mich.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 23: 
MC 101560 Sub. 1—Kress & Sons, Inc., Grand Rapids, Mich., permit 
to extend operations. 
December 10—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet-—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 17481 Sub. 2—Moore Motor Freight Lines, St. Paul, Minn., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
December 10—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Examiner Peterson: 
* MC 102190 EX—Winter’s Truck Service, Morris, Minn., certificate of 
exemption. 
December 10—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel—Examiner Snider: 
1. & S. 5037—Burlap bags, Atlanta to Gulf ports. 
1. & S. 5048—Burlap bags, Atlanta to Hopewell and Norfolk. 
December 10—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Jt. Bds. 88 and 
210: 
MC 40085 Subs. 2 and 3—Cain’s Truck Lines, Oklahoma City, Okla., 
certificate to extend operations. 


December 10—Philadelphia, Pa.—Adelphia Hotel—Examiner Pierce: 

1. & S. M-1643—Lumber, Philadelphia to eastern Pa. points. 
December 10—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Woodrow: 
* MC 73855 Sub. 6—Clare M. Marshall, Inc., Rouseville, Pa., permit to 

extend operations. 


December 10—Raleigh, N. C.—Hotel Sir Walter—Jt. Bd. 7: 
MC 102591—Short Line Motor Express, Mount Airy, N. C., certificate. 


December 10—Richmond, Va.—Hotel Richmond—Jt. Bd. 108: 
MC 3718 Sub. 2—Merchants Trucking Co., Philadelphia, Pa., certificate 
to extend operations. 
December 10—Tallahassee, Fla.—U. S. Court—Examiner Sullivan: 
Finance 13424—Application of receivers of Ga., Fla. & Ala. and re 
ceivers of S. A. L. for certificate permitting abandonment of lines 
in Leon, Wakulla, Franklin and Gadsden counties, Fla. 


December 10—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
MC C-178—Canned goods from eastern trunk line territory to Ga., 
N. C. and 8S. C. 
1. & S. M-1196—Canned goods, Del., Md., N. J. and Va. to southern 
states. 
27900—In the matter of class rates within the state of North Carolina. 
December 10—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Cremins: 
* Finance 11800—Wilkes-Barre & Eastern reorganization. 


December 11—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Examiner Hand: 
~ MC 103051—Walker Hauling Co., Waycross, Ga., certificate. 
December 11—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 42: 
MC 30983 Sub. 2—Every’s Express, Oneonta, N. Y., certificate to 
extend operations. 
December 11—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Jt. Bd. 18: 
MC 65413—Alden Motor Transportation Co., Inc., Boston, Mass., cer 
tificate or permit. 
December 11—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Rice: 
W-107—M & J Tracy, Inc. (authority section 309). 
December 11—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Jt. Bd. 42: 


* MC 48386 Sub. 1—H. Fenzau, Union, N. J., certificate to extend opera 
tions. 


December 11—Clieveland, O.—Hotel Cleveland—Examiner Kerttu: 
MC C-292—Transporta:ion activities of the J. Miller Co., Cleveland, 0. 


December 11—Cleveland, O.—Hotel Cleveland—Examiner Kerttu: 
MC 78228—J. Miller Co., Cleveland, O. 
December 11—Des Moines, !a.—Kirkwood Hotel—Jt. Bd. 54: 
MC 22679 Sub. 3—Replogle Truck Service, Marshalltown, Ia., permit 
to extend operations. 


(Continued on page 1428) 
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LET THE MUSIC GO ROUND AND ROUND... 


.. . but ship your freight on a time-saving straight 
line! Unless you can't avoid it, there's no sense in 
sending shipments by a route where they "go round 
and round, and come out here"—eventually. That's 
why Pere Marquette Carferry service . . . straight 
across Lake Michigan . . . is so popular with traffic 


managers who have delivery dates to meet. 


Between Eastern and Northwestern points, Pere Mar- 
quette Carferries cut out hours of roundabout travel 
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for freight. There's no big city or tangle of freight 
yards on these “tracks that cross Lake Michigan!" No 
breaking bulk, either, for the spacious decks of Pere 
Marquette steamers take whole trains of cars aboard 


for the bee-line sail across the lake. 


Pere Marquette Carferries operate daily between 
Ludington, Michigan, and Milwaukee, Manitowoc and 
Kewaunee, Wisconsin. Route your next shipment this 


way and save time! 


PERE MARVUETTE 


THE RAILROAD THAT CROSSES LAKE MICHIGAN 

























































1426 
























































418 South Market St. 


Have You Read These Manuals? 


Public Warehouses in Distribution, by John H. Frederick 


Nine chapters analyzing the services of public ware- 
houses in distribution, covering storage and delivery 
services, warehouse receipts, field warehousing, pool car 
distribution, storage in transit, trucking and city deliv- 
ery, flexibility of leased warehouse space, how ware- 
houses solve the branch house problem, and how to 
select public warehouses. 50 cents. 


Industrial Traffic Management, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


Thirty-six chapters covering scope of traffic manage- 
ment, training, shipping and receiving, management of 
equipment, rates, rate adjustments, tariffs, routing 
tracing, expediting, claims, express, parcel post, for- 
eign trade, procedure hefore I. C. C. and state ecammis 
sions, federal regulation. Two volumes—Cloth bound, 
$1.50 each—Two volumes $3.00. 


Principles of Freight ‘Traffic, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


Sixteen chapters covering railroad freight traffic depart- 
ments, rules of freight classification, principles of rate 
making, tariff construction and interpretation, principles 
of rate structures, analysis of rate structures in freight 
rate territories, and the elements of export and import 
rates. 50 cents. 


Selling Highway Freight Transportation, by Charles E. 


Parks 


Eight chapters covering the effect of regulation on truck 
line merchandising methods, shipping motives, sales 
resistance and how to meet it, suggested techniques for 
personal solicitation, and the most profitable fields for 


selling highway freight transportation. Cloth bound, 
$1.00. 


The Principles of Water Transportation, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


Twelve chapters covering the development and organiza- 
tion of water transportation, ports and port charges. 
freight forwarding and brokerage, documents and pro- 
cedure, freight classification and rates, passenger, mail, 
and express services, government aid to and regulation 
of shipping, and summaries of marine policies of lead- 
ing maritime nations. 50 cents. 


Selling Railroad Transportation, by Charles E. Parks 


Ten chapters covering analysis of present selling meth- 
ods, qualifications of railroad salesman, and what he 
should know, four groups of prospects, buying motives. 
analysis of buying process. 50 cents. 


Railroad Organization, Operation and Traffic, by G. Lloyd 


Wilson 


Nineteen chapters covering railroad development, cor- 
porate organization, organization and personnel of traf- 
fic departments, operating departments, roadway and 
structures, rolling stock and equipment, yard and ter- 
minal operation, accounting, solicitation and_ traffic 
development, special and terminal services, passenger 
services and rates, freight rate making and changing, 
public relations. 50 cents. 


Motor Freight Transportation and Regulation, by G. Lloyd 


Wilson 


Seventeen chapters covering development of motor 
transportation and highways, types of motor freight 
carriers, local and intercity services, principles of freight 
classifications and rate making, regulations governing 
tariffs and schedules, bills of lading and shipping docu- 
ments, liability and insurance, accounting principles, 
analysis of regulation. 50 cents. 


Air Transportation, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


Six chapters covering air mail services, the place of air 
express in present day distribution, passenger services, 
the regulation of air transportation by local, state, fed 
eral and international agencies. 50 cents. 


Traffic Law, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


Ten chapters covering duties and liability of carriers, spe- 
cial rates and rebates, claims, embargoes, freight pool- 
ing, payment of freight charges, as governed by the 
interstate commerce act and common law, and as ap- 
plied by the federal courts. 50 cents. 


All books shipped postpaid. If ten or more books are 
ordered at one time, deduct 10% from list price. 


Send remittance with order to 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


Chicago, Illinois 


TRAFFIC WORLD) 
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Personal Notes 





Robert K. Hunter, formerly of Luckenbach Lines, has been 
appointed traffic manager of the newly created traffic depart. 
ment for the Port of San Francisco. H. C. Johnston has been 
appointed associate traffic manager. The appointments were 
made by California’s Board of State Harbor Commissioners 
on the basis of civil service examinations held last winter, The 
new department will function as a clearing house for traffic 
assistance for shippers and transportation agencies, accord. 
ing to J. F. Marias, president of the board. It was created 
to increase shipments through the port, he said. 

K. H. Suder has been appointed chief traffic officer for the 
Akron, Canton and Youngstown Railway at Akron, O., not 
Aten aga traffic manager, as printed in the Traffic World las 
week. 

Peter Lenzi, Seatrain Lines, Inc., and Charles W. Vogel, 
Montgomery Ward and Company, received awards for out- 
standing scholastic attainment at graduation ceremonies for 
students of the Academy of Advanced Traffic at the Downtown 
Athletic Club, New York, November 15. 

E. L. Padgett, formerly with the Commission at Washing. 
ton, D. C., has been appointed general traffic manager for 
the Lewis and Holmes Motor Freight Corporation, High Point. 
N. C. 

Ralph E. Taylor has been appointed traffic manager at San 
Francisco for the Utah Copper Company, Nevada Consoli- 
dated Copper Corporation, and the Gallup American Coal 
Company, succeeding H. B. Tooker, who has retired. 

Mrs. Nellie L. Morrison and Eliza Lilley, sisters, have 
retired as ticket agents in Illinois Central’s suburban service 
at Chicago. Mrs. Morrison served with the company continu- 
ously since 1898, and Miss Lilley since 1899. Their combined 
service totaled 86 years. 

William A. Reeder, assistant general freight agent, Mis- 
sissippi Valley Barge Line, St. Louis, died November 21. 
He had been with the barge line since 1929. 

Lynden P. Green, who retired in April as advertising 
agent for the Soo Line, died at St. Petersburg, Fla., Novem- 
ber 20. 

Henry E. Poulterer has been appointed vice-president in 
charge of traffic for the Western Pacific at San Francisco, 
effective December 1. Other appointments include: Malcolm 
W. Roper, freight traffic manager; Wilson G. Curtiss, Marshall 
E. Boyd, and Frank W. Steel, assistant freight traffic managers, 
and Trusten P. Wadsworth and William A. Fauntleroy, assistant 
general freight agents, all at San Francisco. 

John Bridge, formerly vice-president and general man- 
ager, Inter-State Motor Freight System, has been named chair- 
man of the board of directors at Detroit in a staff reorganiza- 
tion announced by Harry Bylenga, president. W. F. Drohan, 
formerly western regional vice-president, has been appointed 
vice-president and general manager at Chicago, succeeding Mr. 
Bridge. S. S. Marr has been appointed assistant general man- 
ager at Detroit. Harry N. Battjes and Titus W. Hager, Grand 
Rapids, Mich., have been add2d to the board of directors. 
Brawn C. Sproul will continue as general traffic manager at 
Detroit, and J. J. Jannenga and George S. Norcross will con- 
tinue as treasurer and secretary, respectively, at Grand Rapids. 
Mr. Bylenga said the staff had been reorganized to permit 
Mr. Bridge to devote more time to coordinating the companys 
operations. 

Bert P. Knight, traffic manager, National Retailer-Owned 
Grocers, Inc., Chicago, has been appointed as a member of the 
faculty and of the advisory board of the Freight Traffic Insti- 
tute, Chicago. ; 

K. W. C. Grand, who was general agent for the United 
States and Canada at New York for the Great Western Rail- 
way of Great Britain from 1926 to 1929, has been appointed 
assistant general manager for the company in London. 

Syl R. Fiorita has been appointed commercial agent for 
the Quanah, Acme and Pacific Railway at San Francisco. | 

The Traffic Men’s Association of America held its fall din- 
ner dance and carnival night at the Sherman Hotel, Chicago, 
November 29. 


Carlton T. Riley is chairman of the committee in charge of 
a meeting of the Central Railway Club of Buffalo, N. Y., to be 
held at the Hotel Statler, December 4. The meeting will 4 
dedicated to safety in railroad operations. The following W! 
speak: T. H. Carrow, superintendent of safety, Pennsylvam 
Railroad, Philadelphia; Charles E. Hill, safety agent, New beg 
Central, New York, and Douglas G. Phillips, superintendent © 
safety, Wabash Railway, St. Louis, Mo. 
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TRAFFIC WORLD 


DOCKET OF THE COMMISSION 


i J (Continued from page 1424) 
HERE § THE SPEED YOU WANT! December 11—Detroit, Mich.—Fort Shelby Hotel—Examiner McGrath: 


1. & S. 4925 and 1st and 2nd sups—Elimination auto axles from iron 
ional Def. l dditional cB sas or steel lists. 
Nationa e ense p aces an adaitiona responsi ility December 11—Dover, Del—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Pierce: 


on business, industry and transportation. More MC 102762—H. G. Graves, Georgetown, Del., certificate. 
than ever, you want speed for shipments you send December 11—Fargo, N. D.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 24: 
—speed in getting your orders delivered. RAILWAY MC 102717—H. M. Brekke, Hitterdal, Minn., certificate. 


E d h ‘ck! E Saal ; MC 102755—C. O. Howard, Oklee, Minn., certificate. 
XPRESS does the trick: Fast, economical, nation- December 11—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Jt. Bds. 60 and 58: 


* MC 15945 Sub. 2—Bringwald Transfer Co., Vincennes, Ind., certif- 
cate to extend operations. 

* MC 83087 Sub. 1-—R. Deeter, Fairmount, Ind., certificate to exteng 
operations. 


December 11—Minneapolis, Minn.—Nicollet Hotel—Examiner Peterson: 
RAI LWA’ * |. & S. M-1874—Varicus commodities to and from Twin Cities, 
December 11—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel—Examiner Snider: 
AGENCY 28731—Coast Transportation Co., Inc., et al. vs. A. & R. et al, 


NATION-WIDE RAIL-AIR SERVICE December 11—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Jt. Bd. 88: 
MC 66808 Subs. 10 and 11—Powell Bros. Truck Lines, Inc.. Springfield, 
Mo., certificate to extend operations. 


December 11—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Woodrow: 
* MC 36291 Sub. 1—I. Pettigrew, Indiana, Pa., certificate or permit to 
extend operations. 

* MC 102971—J. A. Lytle, Altoona, Pa., certificate. 

December 11—Richmond, Va.—Hotel Richmond—Jt. Bds. 108 and 7: 
MC 102976—A. B. Hopkins, Columbia, N. C., certificate. 

December 11—Rochester, N. Y.—Seneca Hotel—Examiner Murphy: 
MC 11960 Sub. 1—Hall Bros. Trucking, Rochester, certificate. 
MC 102839—W. L. Platt, Bath, N. Y., certificate. 

December 11—St. Louis, Mo.—York Hotel—Examiner Angle: 
MC 11909—Corbin Truck Line, Inc., East St. Louis, Ill. 













































wide. No extra charge for pick-up and delivery 
within our regular vehicle limits in all cities and 
principal towns. Phone 








CHANGES IN DOCKET 
Hearing MC 45673 Sub. 2, November 25, Binghamton, N. Y., can- 
celed. 
Hearing MC 33551 Sub. 1, November 25, Salt Lake City, Utah, can- 
ceied. 

Hearing Finance 13463, November 25, Pulaski, Va., canceled and 
reassigned December 2, Federal Bldg., Pulaski, Va., Examiner Nye, 
Hearing |. & S. M-1845, November 27, Cincinnati, O., canceled. 
Hearing MC 102891, November 29, Roanoke, Va., canceled. 

Hearing MC 75840 Sub. 7, November 26, Birmingham, Ala., can- 
celed 

Hearing MC 79764 Sub. 1, November 26, Philadelphia, canceled. 

Hearing Finance 13521, November 28, Washington, D. C., canceled, 








Tractor and trailer promote speed and rapid- 
PERMANENT CONNECTION—Stenographer with car tracing ex- 








ity at shipside. perience for position with Oil Co. in central territory. Prefer man 
about 25 with some college training. Replies should include age, 
education, military status, and starting salary requirement, as well 
as complete experience record. Reply Box 43, Traffic World. 

View shows delivery to vessel of bagged com- 





modity received in box cars. 






33rd St. and Huber Pid General Offs 
S. Wabash Ave. 8th & Kentucky Sts. 
J. Russell Wait, Director of the Port Chicago MOTOR EXPRESS Louisvilie, Ky. 





INCORPORATED 
Daily Refrigerator Service Between 
CHICAGO ATLANTA,GA. INDIANAPOLIS, IND. MIDDLESBORO, KY. 
LEXINGTON, KY. LOUISVILLE, KY. KNOXVILLE, TENN. 


Connecting lines serving all pelnts in Kentucky, Tennessee, Nerth Carolina, South Carelina and Georgia 


Houston, Texas 
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